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Karen Adams, Project Manager
Regulatory Division

ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742

November 14, 2004

Dear Ms. Adams,

Please immediately extend the public comment period on the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement for the proposed Cape Wind project to 180 days. Any shorter time
period is entirely insufficient to allow the public ample opportunity to provide input on
such a fengthy and important document on a complex and controversial project.

Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter.

Sincerely,

(B! (&se
1%%0@110@ Dr. Unit G

South Yarmouth, MA. 02664



THE COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 30 l/
ENERGY FACILITIES SITING BOARD
ONE SOUTH STATION
BOSTON, MA 02110
(617) 305-3525

MITT ROMNEY KERRY HEALEY
GOVERNOR . LIEUTENANT GOVERNOR
MEMORANDUM '
TO: David S. Rosenzweig, Esq., for Cape Wind Associates, LLC

Mary E. Grover, Esq., for NSTAR Electric

Kenneth L. Kimmel, Esq., for Town of Yarmouth

Myron Gildesgame, for MA Ocean Sanctuaries Program
Michael Crossen, Esq., for Alliance to Protect Nantucket Sound
Douglas K. Wilkens, Esq., for Massachusetts Audubon Society
David Dwork, Esq., for Save Popponesset Bay, Inc.

Paige Graening, Esq., for Nantucket Electric Company

Margo Fenn, for Cape Cod Commission

Mr. Emil Masotto

Dr. Charles Levy

FROM: M. Kathryn Sedor, Presiding' Qfficer, Cape Wind Associates, LLC and
Commonwealth Electric Company d/b/a NSTAR Electric, EFSB 02-2 Hvs
DATE: November 15, 2004
. RE: November 30, 2004 Siting Board Meeting; Notice of Intent to Present-Oral
Comments

As you were informed last week by telephone or letter, the Energy Facilities Siting Board
will be meeting on Tuesday, November 30, 2004 to consider the Tentative Decision in this
proceeding. We are now able to confirm more of the details about the Siting Board meeting.

1. The Siting Board will meet on November 30, 2004 at the offices of the Massachusetts
Department of Telecommunications and Energy, One South Station, Boston, Massachusetts. The
Siting Board meeting will take place in Hearing Room A. The meeting will begin at 9:30 a.m.

2. In accordance with Siting Board regulations, each party and limited participant may offer
oral comments on the Tentative Decision at the Board meeting. The Siting Board intends to set a
schedule that will allow for the presentation of initial and rebuttal comments by all parties and
limited participants who wish to speak. The schedule will include time limits for initial and
rebuttal comments that will apply to all speakers. Anyone intending to speak at the November 30
meeting must file a letter of intent to present oral comments, to be filed with the Presiding

o

FAX: (617)443-1116
WwWww.mass.gov/dpu
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Officer no later than 5:00 p.m. on Tuesday, November 23, 2004. A notice of intent to present
oral comments may be filed by mail at the address above or by fax at 617-443-1116.

3. Enclosed with this Memorandum is a copy of the draft agenda for the November 30
Siting Board meeting. A copy of the final agenda for the meeting, including the amount of time
to be allocated for oral presentations, will be faxed to the parties and limited participants shortly
after receipt of the notices of intent to present oral comment. Those parties or limited
participants who have not provided Siting Board staff with a fax number will receive the final
agenda by mail, unless the Presiding Officer receives a request to deliver the agenda by another
means. Copies of the final agenda also will be available on November 30 for all persons
attending the Siting Board meeting.

4. Any questions regarding the procedural aspects of the November 30 Siting Board meeting
may be directed to the Presiding Officer, at 617-305-3525.

FAX: (617)345-9101 TTY: (800) 323-3298
www.mass.gov/dpu



MITT ROMNEY

GOVERNOR

II.
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THE COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS

ENERGY FACILITIES SITING BOARD
ONE SOUTH STATION
BOSTON, MA 02110
(617) 305-3525

KERRY HEALEY
LIEUTENANT GOVERNOR

MEETING OF THE ENERGY FACILITIES SITING BOARD
NOVEMBER 30, 2004

DRAFT MEETING AGENDA
November 15, 2004

CALL TO ORDER BY CHAIRMAN AND INTRODUCTION OF BOARD
MEMBERS

CONSIDERATION OF THE TENTATIVE DECISION in EFSB 02-2, Cape Wind
Associates LLC and Commonwealth Electric Company d/b/a NSTAR Electric

A. Comments by Elected Officials

B. Presentation to the Board of the Tentative Decision and Proposed Staff
Amendments, by EFSB Staff

C. Presentation by the Applicant, Cape Wind Associates LLC

D. Presentations by the Intervenors and Limited Participants

E. Rebuttal Presentations by Parties and Limited Participants

F. Siting Board Questioning of Staff, Parties, and Limited Participants

G. Deliberation by the Siting Board on the Tentative Decision

OTHER BUSINESS

ADJOURNMENT

FAX: (617)443-1116
www.mass.gov/dpu




Eleanor L. Donaldson
100 Newbury Court, #408
Concord, MA 01742



Karen Adams, Project Manager
Regulatory Division

ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742

Date l{/ﬂ/ /4 q;,:,ﬁﬂ"c_'_‘J()‘/%‘Z
/

Dear Ms. Adams,

Please immediately extend the public comment period on the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement for the proposed Cape Wind project to 180 days. Any shorter time
period is entirely insufficient to allow the public ample opportunity to provide input on
such a lengthy and important document on a complex and controversial project.

Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter.

Sincerely,

i

|

RPN
ReChpvep



365

Box 157 Tel & Fax: 508 775-4028
Hyannis Port, MA 02647 email: awilbaker@mac.com

Mrs. Anne W. Baker
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November 12, 2004

Ms. Christine Godfrey
Corps of Engineers
696 Virginia Road
Concord, MA Q1742

Dear Ms. Godfrey.

Having sent you a request to allow 180 days for public comment on the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement, I should like to make my own general comments.
From the very first news of this project put forth by Cape Wind, I raised the question
as to what gives the right to this group to take land that belongs to the entire
country. I have spoken many times about the fact that it is an absolute necessity that
there be a national policy concerning such land. Without a national policy for such
lands any one or any group on any coast could do takings which would create chaos
along our shore lines. The Corps of Engineers has expertise in many areas, but it is
not supposed to make national policy.

There are a number of areas which do not seem to fall within the purview of
the Corps of Engineers. It is not set up to judge the presence of a power plant in
coastal waters about which there is no national policy and of course there are the
many peripheral issues which have never been a part of the charge of the Corps.

I urge the Corps to recognize the issues which concern so many of us
concerning the land taking, the placement and the viability of such a project and
recognize as the US Ocean Commission has that “the Corps lacks the management
breadth needed to take into account a broad range of issues.”

Sincerely.

e U N Fakdn

Anne W. Baker

B R
Bierene
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Town of Oak Bluffs 3 0 6

Board of Selectmen
Roger W. Wey, Chairman

Richard D. Combra

Gregory A. Coogan

Michael M. Dutton

Kerry F. Scott

M. Casey Sharpe, Town Administrator

17 November 2004

Ms. Karen K. Adams,

Regulatory Division

Department of the Army

New England District Corps of Engineers
696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742-2751

RE: Cape Winds Associates, LL.C Permit Application

Dear Ms. Adams;

The Town of Oak Bluffs very much appreciates the opportunity to act as a consulting
party in the above-referenced application and we are anxious to participate in the process.
We have selected our representative, Mr. David Grunden, Qak Bluffs Shellfish
Constable, who can be reached by telephone at (508) 693-0072, by ¢-mail at
obscallop(@gis.net and at this address.

Respectfully,

Cossy Sl

pc: David Grunden

P.O. Box 1327, Qak Bluffs, MA 02557 508.693.5511 csharpe@cl.oak-bluffs.ma.us
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Christine Godfrey

Chief, Regulatory Division
ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
N.E. District

696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742

November 2004

Dear Ms. Godfrey,

Please immediately extend the public comment period on the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement for the proposed Cape Wind
project to 180 days. Any shorter time period is entirely
insufficient to allow the public ample opportunity to provide input
on such a lengthy and important document on a complex and
controversial project.

Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter.

Sincerely,
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Edmund G. Hamann

28 G
Christine Godfrey
Chief, Regulatory Division
ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
N.E. District
696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742
November 9, 2004

Dear Ms. Godftrey,

Please immediately extend the public comment period on the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement for the proposed Cape Wind project to 180 days. Any shorter time
period is entirely insufficient to allow the public ample opportunity to provide input on
such a lengthy and important document on a complex and controversial project.

Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter.

Sincerely,

A
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NEWS

year to produce and market large LCD . continue to go it alone or get out of the

panels for TVs. And in late July, t

Cther Japanese flat-panel producers

market. Ahead of the pack is market

" consumer-electronics giants Sorfy Corp.  ploneer Sharp Corp., Osaka, which
launched the first LCD TV in 1987 Sharp

largest global LCD-TV
are with its Aquos line,

ing to market researcher
isplaySearch in Austin, Texas. Pioneer
Corp., Tokyo, a manufacturer of plasma

took over NEC Corp’s plasma panel
business last February,

Danish Wind Turbines
Take Unfortunate Turn

Problems at showcase Horns Rev project provide wind
energy critics with ammunition

The world’s largest producer of
wind tirbines, and the whole idea
of large-scale wind energy itself,
suffered a setback this summer
with news that all the turbines at
Denmark’s Horns Rev (Reef)—the
biggest offshore wind farm built to
date—would be moved to shore for
repair and replacernent of defective
transformers and generators. Vestas
Wind System A/S in Ringkebing
blamed harsh sea conditions for
the substandard performance of
equipment supplied by ABB Ltd.,
the Swedish-Swiss energy con-
glomerate headquartered in Zurich.
The generator and transformer
probléms made it necessary to
retrofit all 81 of the 2-megawatt
turbines, at considerable expense.
Vestas, the world’s leading
wind technology supplier,
installed the Horns Rev turbines
in zo002, under contract with
Denmark’s biggest power
producer, Elsam A/S in Fredericia

~~[see photo, “Let It Blow”]. The

mishap at Horns Rev is especially
embarrassing because similar
problems arose at the first big
wind farm Vestas installed, near
Copenhagen. The company had
expressed confidence when
erecting the Horns Rev turbines
that this time things would go
more smoothly. COMTINUES DN PAGE 34

LET IT BLOW: A wind turbine was installed on a wind farm at

Horns Rev, in the North Sea just off Denmark's southwestern

coast. Now, all turbines have had to he removed for repairs.
e

30 |EEE Spectrum November 2004 NA
— T -

panels, boosted its panel output when it

—JOHN BOYD

ELSAM A/S
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CONTINUED FROM PAGE 30

Yet to judge from IEEE
Spectrum'’s reporting and
observations in Denmark
during late August and early
September, Denmark’s
commitment to wind, which
now supplies about 20 percent
of its electricity, is unshaken.
Its wind program is a point of
national pride, and the manu-
facture of wind turbines, in
this country of some 6 million
people, now has a weight com-
patable to that of auto indus~
tries in much larger countries.

But Denmark’s wind pro-
gram has come under increas-
ingly sharp criticism in places
where the planned construc-
tion of wind farms is arcusing
the ire of residents deter-
mined to preserve landscapes
and vistas. Go, for example, to
the Web site maintained by
Save Qur Sound—an organi-
zation dedicated to blocking

construction of a large wind
farm in Nantucket Sound, off
Cape Cod in Massachusetts.
There you'll find elaborately
reasoned and documented
arguments denouncing
Denmark’s whole wind effort.

Especially controversial are
the subsidies made to Danish
wind power and problems
connected with grid manage-
ment. It’s pretty universally
accepted among wind special-
ists that keeping the trans-
mission system running
smoothly gets tougher as
wind power’s share grows.
This happens for a wide
variety of reasons having to
do both with the wind’s vari-
ability and special difficulties
with voltage support when
power frorm wind is carried
over long distances.

Two years ago, when
Spectrum featured the Horns

ES has again raised the standard for
srounding and electromagnetic

interference analysis software with...

Finally, you don’t need to scttle for
second class grounding software
hecause of a small hudﬂet

9 CAD~based fully automated
design of mu]tipie grounding systems
of any shape buricd in arbitrary soif

Multiphase networks, pipe-
enclosed cables, pipelines, rails or
insulated & bare conductoers.

fult power of CDEGS, which integrates
grounding, electromagoetic compatibiti
corona, radio noise, audible noise an

Rev project {see “Reap the
Wild Wind,” October zo02],
Peter Christiansen, a senior
engineer with Elsam
Engineering A/S, conceded
that grid stability problems
were serious. Contacted in
September, he says nothing
has happened in the mean-
time to change his mind.
John Eli Nielson, a senior
engineer with Eltra, the organi-
zation that manages the grid
in western Denmark, said
that Eltra has launched an
ambitious program of breaking
the country’s whole western
grid into virtually autono-
mous cells. The objective is
for each cell to be able to
provide adequate voltage sup-
port (reactive power) to meet
its own needs and to be able
to restore power independ-
ently after an emergency
shurdown {(“blackstart™).

Only Vestas CEO Svend
Sigaard can comment on the
unfortunate situation at
Horns Rev, but he deflected
all requests for an interview.

Perhaps, from Vestas’s
point of view, the less said, the
better. True, its stock has held
up well this year, and its
business was up 235 percent in
the first half compared with
the previous year. But Vestas
is facing increasingly sharp
competition from a danger-
ous rival. General Electric
Co., in Stamford, Conn.,
recently emerged as the
world’s second leading
turbine supplier, having
acquired Enron’s wind unit
and merged it into its potent
Energy Systems Division,
based in Atlanta. GE does not
play second fiddle for long, if
it can help it.

—WILLIAM SWEET

243 Seopus
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BARNSTABLE COUNTY 3 l 3
In the Year Two Thousand and Four
Resolution 04-06

WHEREAS, The Army Corps of has issued a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS)
regarding the construction of 130 electricity-generating wind turbines in Nantucket Sound,;

WHEREAS, The DEIS is a very substantial document containing almost 4,000 pages that
discusses numerous environmental issues;

WHEREAS, The comment period for the DEIS is sixty (60) days;

WHEREAS, In order to review the DEIS, and then respond to the DEIS in a comprehensive
manner, more than sixty (60) days will be required by Barnstable County to complete its review.

WHEREAS, The Assembly of Delegates is concerned about the regional environmental and
economic impacts of industrial activity in Nantucket Sound.

NOW THEREFORE,
BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED by the Assembly of Delegates:
The Assembly of Delegates requests that the Army Corps of Engineers extend the comment

period on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement to at least one hundred twenty (120)
days.

The foregoing Resolution was adopted by the Barnstable County Assembly of Delegates by a voice vote with
90.00% of Barnstable County Delegates present and voting at a regular meeting held on November 17, 2004.

Attested by:

TR

Thomas P. Bernardo, Speaker
Barnstable County Assembly of Delegates

yr
.rx:'{"il_.x-,,-,
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November 11, 2004 3 )‘ !

Army Corps of Engineers
696 Virginia Road
Concord, MA 01742

To Whom It May Concern:

This letter is to request an extension of the comment period on the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement on the Cape Wind Project from the current 60 days to at least 180 days.

This report has taken many months to complete and is 4000 pages in length. It is
unreasonable to request comments in 60 days on a matter as important as this.

Please extend the comment period to at least 180 days.

Sincerel M
Dei nnis aZﬂoseann illiams

Cape Cod, Massachusetts
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November 17, 2004

Karen K. Adams

Army Corps Of Engineers
696 Virginia Road
Concord, MA 01742

Dear Ms. Adams:

| would like to register my objection to the Army Corps of Engineers' review of
Cape Wind Associate, LLC's, proposal to industrialize 24 square miles of
Nantucket Sound.

The massive project Cape Wind proposes is the first offshore wind energy project
this country has faced. Currently, there are no federal laws that authorize the
occupation of outer continental shelf lands by private developers or that regulate
how and where such development is appropriate.

The federal government must first establish guidelines for the review of proposals
such as Cape Wind's before any more development takes place. We must
develop sensible standards that enable the appropriate federal agency to weigh
the benefits of a proposed project against its costs, which potentially include
harmful environmental impacts, negative effects on the affected region's
economy and degradation of an area’s aesthetic values.

These public resources belong to all of us, and it is imperative that sensible laws
be passed before any projects are approved. Wealthy private developers should
not determine how or where the outer continental shelf will be developed.
Without an established process by which the Army Corps of Engineers, or any
other federal agency, can objectively and competently review these proposals,
any consideration of Cape Wind's proposed wind plant should cease.

Thank you for your consideration of this issue.

Sincerely,

oo G

Barbara A. Fay
332 Walnut Street
Wellesley, MA 02481
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From: Daniel Ciarcia [ciarcia@ieee.org)
Sent: Sunday, November 21, 2004 9:03 AM
To: Energy, Wind

Subject: Cape Wind Project

November 21, 2004

Karen Kirk-Adams

Cape Wind Energy EIS Project
U.8. Army Corps of Engineers
New England District

696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742-2751

Dear Karen Kirk-Adams:

| am writing to you in reference to the Cape Wind project to build a
wind farm off of the coast of Cape Cod. ! have no affiliation with
CapeWind and will not gain personally by the project, but, | am writing
to express my strong support for building the wind farm.

The wind farm is the most sensible project proposal to occur in this
area in a long, long time. It has so many benefits and minimal costs.
It will, of course, provide clean power generation to a large body of
population. It will be a fantastic project to prove that clean energy
can be acquired in a way that is pleasing to the public and financially
sensible. 1t will reduce the chance of another hortific ol spill from
occurting off the beaches of Cape Cod.

I may not live on Cape Caod, however, | am a frequent visitor, and, |

have many family members wha live on Cape Cod. The project will only
enhance my personal experience when visiting the Cape, knowing that the
electricity will be created by clean enerergy means. Also, | envision

the view of the wind farm to be unique, attractive, and, an additional
reason to enjoy Cape Cod. For my family who have both permanant and
part-time residences on the cape, they will benefit from a higher air

quality and a reduced risk of oil spills.

It is hard to understand why some people are opposed to this project.
Surely, those individuals are hot [ooking objectively at the facts. In
addition to the environmental gains this proeject will make, it provides
an opportunity for the local economy to make gains. Jobs will be
created by this project, and, even more important, innovations will be
made since this will bring engineering progress. The windmills that dot
the horizon will surely be an appealing and attractive addition. The
CapeWind farm has the potential to provide the same sense of cultural
identity and tourist attraction as many European windmills enjoy.

| am looking forward to the wind farm being constructed. It willbe a
wonderful day when the switch is turned on that starts electricity
flowing into Cape Cod from the windmills.

Sincerely,
Danie! Ciarcia

66 Londonderry Road
Windham, NH 03087-1124

3)b
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From: Alix Nelson [alixnelson@comcast.net)
Sent: Sunday, November 21, 2004 12:55 PM
To: Energy, Wind

Subject: Yes to the Wind Farm

I am definitely in favor of the Wind Farm--the notion that anything
innovative is automatically resisted by a vocal portion of the
population {on a variety of specious grounds) who dread change is
reflected here in the Save Our Sound propaganda, and does not reflect
the thinking of those of us--quite sizable in number--who welcome the
relief that wind power would bring to our reliance on oil, and to our
pocketbooks as fuel consumers. The Wind Farm has passed the
environmental tests that are necessary, and it is time to go ahead and
build them--the sooner the better. | think they wiil add to the appeal

of our area, not detract from it--they actually will be an asset o
tourism, and to elevating the consciousness of the nation about the
desirability of alternate fuels. Thanks!

Alix Nelson-Frick

P.O.Box 2360

Nantucket, MA

02584

(608) 228-2881

alixnelson@comcast.net

3)
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From: Don Schwinn [donschwinn@alitel. net)
Sent: Sunday, November 21, 2004 11:38 AM
To: Energy, Wind

Subject: Extension of Review Period

| have ordered a copy of the CD containing the fuli EIS. | understand it is
about 4000 pages long.

With the Holidays intervening, there isn't any way | can review such a
document by January 10th.

Would you please extend the deadline at least ancther 90 days to allow
enough time to review the report and formulate my comments.

Thank you.

Donald E. Schwinn
Cotuit, Mass resident

216



Page 1 of 4

Adams, Karen K NAE )

From: FiBCape@aol.com

Sent:  Sunday, November 21, 2004 11:00 AM
To: Energy, Wind

Subject: Cape Wind Energy EIS Project

November 21, 2004

To:

Karen Kirk-Adams

Cape Wind Energy EIS Project
New England District

696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742-2751

E-mail: Wind.energy@usace.army.mit.

From:

Francis |. Broadhurst
88 Stoney Cliff Road
Centerville, MA 02632
Tel: 508-775-5308

E-Mail: FIBcape@aol.com

Dear Ms Kirk Adams:

| am writing to applaud the Army Corps of Engineers for not caving in to extreme
political pressure on your Draft Environmenta! Impact Statement on the Nantucket Sound Wind
Park project. | have read the executive summary and | find it complete and thorough in every
aspect.

Please do not extend the public comment period beyond January 10, 2005, We are
rapidly running out of time to build offshore wind power generating projects that can bring a
cleaner environment and us closer to energy independence.

My interest in alternative energy sources goes back to the time | worked for former

11/26/2004
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Massachusetts Congressman Hastings Keith who was always fighting for ways to bring
affordable power to the Northeast which has few energy resources. In those days New England
states were subject to an oil import tax that subsidized our oil preducing states and drove the
cost of fuel up for homeowners, business, industry and municipalities.

Mr. Keith’s last report to the Congress was delivered in January, 1973 entitled "Over a
Barrel” which warned of economic disaster for the United States if the Gil Producing and
Exporting Countries (OPEC) decided to “turn off the spigot” on exports to the United States.

Then chairman of the House Commerce Committee Harley Staggers (who hailed from
an oil producing state) refused to print and distribute the report which Mr. Keith wrote after
paying a staff member out of his own pocket to help him with the exhaustive study which took
them to Europe, Africa and the Middle East. He saw the European nations moving full tilt into
nuclear power generated electricity while our nuclear development was put on hold.

Mr. Keith pleaded for a National Energy Policy to break our dependence on
dictatorships and monarchies in OPEC and create energy independence for the United States.
Among the alternatives he proposed was development of wind generated electrical power then
in its infancy.

Today Europe is again leading the United States in the development of wind generated
electrical power and the international conglomerate Siemens has entered the field to compete
with GE for a share of the growing market. Wind power has cbviously become feasible

Rep. Keith’s warnings went unheeded and as his former colleague Congressman
VanDeerlin (D-California) wrote in 1973, Mr. Keith warned about the power OPEC could exert
long before any of us knew what OPEC was. We soon learned. The Arab Oil Embargo in 1973
nearly brought our national economy to its knees. New England states suifered incredible
economic losses and saw thousands of jobs flee to states where the energy supply was stable
and local. All energy costs, particularly electrical power, went through the roof forcing
homeowners into bankruptcy.

The opponents of the Cape Wind project have failed on every point to make a case
against construction of the project. Your excellent draft EIS has shattered all the many myths
concocted by the Alliance to Protect Nantucket Sound and answered all of their reasonable
doubts.

They opposed construction of the data collection tower essential for sound scientific
research. They didn’t want any scientific evidence that might contradict their distortions and
outright deceptions.

Now they refuse to accept the draft report for what it is—an unbiased, independent and
thorough analysis of the project from every scientific, geological, social and economic angle one
could conceive. Instead, the Alliance and their allies have accused the Corps of shilling for
Cape Wind,

It is a specious nonsense. Their charge that scientists and other specialists who

participated in the exhaustive review were "paid agents” of Cape Wind is demeaning, nasty and
untrue.

You and your staff have exhibited great courage in delivering the draft report in the face
of tremendous opposition by very powerful political figures in the U.S. Congress, the
Massachusetts’'s state house and local town halls all of which expressed opposition to the
project long before any facts were in. This kind of myopic prejudice has added nothing to our
quest for energy independence and has only funneled money to public relations flack and well
paid lawyers who are clever, determined and wrong.

As a reporter [ covered the massive oil spills that have occurred around Cape Cod from
the disastrous sinking of the Barge Florida to the Argo Merchant sinking on Nantucket Shoal. |
have been witness to many minor but always damaging oil spills in the Cape Cod Canal,
Buzzards Bay, Nantucket Sound and other places where fuel oil is transported over water.
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But worse yet is the fact that in order to protect the flow of OPEC cil and gas into the
United States we must commit our Military Forces into situations where too many of them are
killed. The sooner we can reach the point where we are no longer dependent on foreign
sources of fuel, the better off we will be.

Our Governor Mitt Romney has failed to understand the need to get started on this
project which your draft EIS indicates meets all the difficult tests the Corps has developed to
guarantee environmental safety.

The question he must answer is: "if not here, where? If not now, when.”

The economic section of the draft EIS shows how much the New England economy can
benefit from construction and operation of the Cape Wind Project if it goes forward in Nantucket
Sound.

Those who say wind parks should be located on land in remote places show a blatant
disregard for physics and economic reality. Power cannot be fransmitted to New England from
the windy reaches of our Southwest or the Great Prairies. And if wind parks are sited in these
areas, they will stimulate growth there and job losses on the seaboard states. Business and
Industry fled New England for cheaper, more stable power in the past and will continue to do so
in the future if we do not take action to develop wind generated electrical power locally.

i am sorry that | have taken so much space to tell you what | know and believe.

In sum, please do not extend the time for public comment beyond January 10t and
please watch your back. The powerful old bulls in the Congress who are less interested in the
public good may send you packing to some distant post where you can do no harm to their
vested interests and poiitical friends.

You deserve a medal for working on the public's behalf against the multi-million dollar
campaign funded by the few to benefit the few and ignore the needs of New England and the
Nation.

In the last three years | have written extensively in suppeort of the Nantucket Sound Wind
Park as a freelance writer for the Cape Cod Times (which opposes the project), Cape Cod
Taday (an on-line newspaper} and Cape and Islands NPR in Woods Hole. | have covered the
region as a newspaperman, broadcaster in radio and television and as a columnist since 1964
and am still atit. There is too much to do and too little time to do it all.

I hope to live long enough to see the United States take a positive step toward energy
independence. Let it begin with the Cape Wind project here on Cape Cod which preduced the
famous Otis family who helped foment the American Revolution that brought us political
independence from European rule in the 18" Century.

Respectfully yours

Francis |. Broadhurst

88 Stoney Cliff Road
Centerville, MA 02632
Tel: 508-775-5308

Email; FIBcape@aol.com

11/26/2004
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From: NA3512@aol.com

Sent: Sunday, November 21, 2004 8:17 PM
To: Energy, Wind

Subject: Nantucket Sound

"Even enormous wind tower tracts are unlikely to provide significant
amounts of reliable, quality, cost-effective electricity. And they will
become unpopular. The invasion of hordes of ecosystem-demanding
towers pocking the seascape will be seen as visual and ecological
blights." (SOS)

Dear Ms, Adams:

The industrialization of Nantucket Sound will be a monumental
disaster, and it will have an extreme negative impact on all of us who
appreciate the Sound as the natural “National Treasure” that we see
it to be. We cannot just give it away to private development.

Listen to the arguments against this endeavor. Visualize what you
can see happening to Nantucket Sound, if you are not vigilant about
its protection. The cost of this project, its subsidy, for the amount of
output, is not cost effective to either the consumer or the taxpayer.
Please stop this aberration before is proceeds any further. The only
winners in this commercial enterprise are Jim Gordon and his
constituents.

To quote Cindy Lowry and a recent article in the Cape Cod Times:
“‘One of the most ludicrous arguments put forth by supporters of the
proposed wind farm is that the project should go forward even if
Congress fails to enact a comprehensive ocean policy that identifies
appropriate and inappropriate places to build offshore facilities.
That's like saying, "OK, we know we need a long-range master plan
for our oceans, but, what the heck, let's go ahead with this industrial
facility on Nantucket Sound and then we'll figure out what to do."
Why do supporters of the wind farm feel that this country is so
desperate for offshore alternative energy that they are willing to
sacrifice Nantucket Sound? Why can't we achieve both goals --
develop alternative energy and protect our oceans -- through proper
procedures.

"Those procedures are nowhere in evidence for the review of the
Cape Wind project," said Cindy Lowry, director of The Oceans Public
Trust Initiative. "The oceans off the coast of the United States are the
public heritage of all citizens, and the federal government violates
the most basic principles of environmental law when it threatens to
give them away to a single developer for personal gain without
authorization from Congress to do so."

Lowry said she is concerned that what's happening on Nantucket
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Sound is just the first step in an effort to open up the oceans to
development.

"Make no mistake about it; this permit application for wind energy is
the proverbial Pandora's box," she said. "it threatens to open the
door to a massive giveaway of federal lands with no compensation to
the taxpayer or adequate environmental review.”

Help us stop this flashing nightmare from becoming reality.
Sincerely,

Nola A. Assad, Capt., USCG, OUPV

271 Setucket Rd.

Yarmouth Port, MA 02675
NA3512@aocl.com

11/26/2004
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From: Sparkes, L&K [sparkes@prexar.com)
Sent: Sunday, November 21, 2004 8:38 PM
To: Energy, Wind

Subject: wind energy

Dear Corp of Engineers,

| have heard that the wind energy project is slated for open
discussion soon. Please record my comments that | feel that this is the
right direction to go for the future. | have witness them in Denmark and
to me they are the best idea we have yet to find clean energy.

Ken Sparkes
Waterville, ME 207-873-2830
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From: Wendell Sharp [clockmaster@mac.com]
Sent: Sunday, November 21, 2004 10:10 PM
To: Energy, Wind

Subject: Clean energy

Pasted Graphic.tiff

| wish to add my voice to those in favor of the wind farm on Cape Cod.
We should pioneer the clean energy project here ... not give in to
those who run the oil industry.
Wendell Sharp
Yarmouthport
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From: Maria McFarland [kmmcf@vineyard.net]
Sent:  Saturday, November 20, 2004 2:46 PM
To: Energy, Wind

Subject: Cape Wind Project

Ms. Karen Adams
Army Corps of Engineers,

[ am asking you to extend the comment period from 60 days to 180 days in order to have adequate
time to review the DEIS document.

Thank you.
Kevin McFarland

11/26/2004
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From: Thomas A Stone [tastone98@juno.com}
Sent: Saturday, November 20, 2004 9:07 AM
To: Energy, Wind

Subject: Cape Cod Wind Energy

Dear Army Corps,

| have downloaded the executive summary of the draft EIS and was quite
pleased to see the minimal impact that the wind turbines would have on
Nantucket Sound. During my travel to Nantucket last Wednesday
{11/17/2004) on the fast ferry {Flying Cloud) | noticed the anemometry
tower for Cape Wind and feel this would be a good location for the
turbines. We are overdue for this type of project as it will begin our

efforts for clean power and for independence from fossil fuels. We cannot
keep saying "not in my backyard".

| applaud the effort of the Corps in producing the report.

Please count me as a strong supporter of the wind turbine project as
sited in Nantucket Sound.

Thank you,

Thomas Stone

86 Old Campus Drive
East Falmouth, Mass.
02536
1-508-548-1599

Juno Platinum $9.95. Juno SpeedBand $14.95.
Sign up for Juno Today at http://www.junc.com!
Look for special offers at Best Buy stores.
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From: Inge Perreault [Ladyauthor@comcast.net]
Sent:  Saturday, November 20, 2004 12:08 AM

To: Energy, Wind

Subject: Re; Cape Wind - Windfarm in Nantucket Sound

Gentlemen,

After the oil spill in Buzzards Bay that had devastating effects on the South Coast, | founded the
Southcoast Chapter of CLEAN POWER NOW in New Bedford, encompassing the entire South
Coast. As a true grass-roots organization we have worked diligently educating and informing
the public in regard to the poor environmental conditions we, on the South Coast of MA are
subjected to, due to the fossil-fuel burning power plants Brayton Point and the Mirant Plant
where the Bouchard barge was headed.

The traumatic experience of seeing our environment polluted for decades to come by the
effects of this accident that could have been prevented, caused us to focus our negative energy
and anger into a positive direction, supporting the wind farm in Nantucket Sound, as well as
other sources of clean, renewable energy to divest ourselves from foreign oil and dirty coal.

We, as a large group of concerned citizens, fully support the wind farm and applaud the findings
of the Corps of Engineers. The arguments raised by the opposition, the "envircnmental”
organization Alliance to Protect Nantucket Sound, has done nothing but spread misinformation
about the project in the most devious and criminal manner.

It is astonishing to witness how the opponents cross party lines - the only thing they seem to
have in common is wealth and power, as well as huge mansions on the Cape. When the wind
farm becomes a reality, it wili provide the Cape and Islands with 76% of the needed electricity
and thus benefit the South Coast as well, since Brayton Point and the Mirant Power Plant will
be backed off, thus less emissions will be polluting our air and water. Naturally alsc less oil
barges will be passing through Buzzards Bay, which are by far more dangerous to the
environment and wild-life than modern wind turbines

After living here for only 2 years in semi-retirement, | was advised by my physician last week,
that 1 have contracted COPD (a form of bronchitis that will only worsen). | have never smoked in
my 57 years but | was exposed to the fumes of the spilled Bunker Qil from the Bouchard
accident and am daily exposed to the emissions of the surrounding power plants, even though |
live on West Island off Fairhaven.

My physician, Dr, Messina, who is a pulmonary specialist, confirmed that this chronic disease
has reached epidemic proportions in this area of the South Coast, causing 106 premature
deaths per annum. These figures and the related health care cost are confirmed by a Harvard
Study and, not counting the human suffering, | believe in my heart by far outweigh the concerns
raised by the opponents of the project. What we are seeing is environmental injustice,
perpetrated by people who come to summer in their mansions for a short time only, but do not
wish to see a wind turbine in the far-off distance. it is the worst case of the NIMY phenomenon |
have ever experienced.

Being a free-lance writer and an author, | moved to this area with my husband because we
were looking forward to simplifying our lives, live in harmony with nature and the environment
of the ocean, so stimulating to a creative person like myself. Now | feel like | am surrounded by
toxins, my physical condition has deteriorated which proves that point. Never again will | be able
to go quahauging in this area - think about that for a minute.

The wind farm will open the door for other wind farms to be build along the eastern seaboard,
eliminating pollution, severing our unholy alliance in the Middle East and help us to catch up
with Europe in alternative ways of creating clean renewable energy.

In the name of the members of the Southcoast Chapter of Clean Power Now, | urge the Corps
of Engineers to approve the construction of the Cape Wind project. Off-shore wind farms can
produce more energy and are less visible than on-land wind turbines, though we are in full
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support of those as well. The people of this area need your help, please do not iet us down. To
compare the Nantucket Sound to the Grand Canyon is a most recent phenomenen, and | am
sure the powerful elite has homes elsewhere they can vacation in, fo avoid looking out and see
wind turbines peacefuily turning on the horizon far out to sea. At what peint is the heaith and
welfare of the majority of people more important than the view of a tiny but powerful minority?

Sincerely,

inge Perreault (Director of Southcoast Chapter of CPN)
51 Balsam St.

Fairhaven, MA. 02719

Tel.: 508.997.0621
e-mail; ladyauthor@comcast.net
www.ingeperreault.com

11/26/2004
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On Draft Environmental Impact Statement {(EIS)
For the proposal for an Offshere Wind Project
In Nantucket Sound
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102 Fox Den Road
Avon, CT 06001
860-675-1942
Klpengr95@aol.com

KOLP Engineering

November 22, 2004

Ms. Karen K. Adams
Army Corps of Engineers
696 Virginia Road
Concord, MA 01742
Dear Ms. Adams:

Subject: Horseshoe Shoal Wind Turbines

My wife and | have a home in South Chatham about a 10-minute walk from Nantucket Sound. | have
spent my entire career designing, project managing, building and commissioning gas turbine and
combined cycle power plants until my retirement earlier this year. | spent my final three years building
and commissioning the heat recovery steam boilers at the 1600 MYV Mystic combined cycle plant in
Everett, MA; the plant went into commercial operation in 2003,

Last week | attended a public forum in Harwich hosted by the League of Women Voters on the subject
of wind turbines proposed for Horseshoe Shoals in Nantucket Sound. | am impressed with the
capabilty of these turbines. Until recently wind turbines were toc small and inefficient to be
commercially competitive, but these 3300 KW machines located in high-velocity winds make this form
of generation a viable option for future additions to the electric generating mix. Given that these
machines are non air polluting and require no fuel, | am convinced they will become a staple in the U.S.
electric generation industry. That said, a couple of comments on the comparisons made between the
wind turbines and current power generation technolegy during the LOWY forum are in order.

During the forum, it was stated that the 170-MW average output of the 130 wind turbines would offset
the equivalent power from a plant similar to the Cape Cod Canal Station in Sandwich, MA. Actually, |
don't imagine the owners of the Canal Plant will want to shut down their units as long as they can
generate power profitably (for the next 10-20 years, all things being equal). The wind turbines are likely
to be competing against other forms of new generation such as the gas-fired combined cycle units at
the Mystic Plant site mentioned above. As the following table indicates, 170 MW of a combined cycle
plant {on about 2 acres of land) would use roughly 80% of the fuel consumed by an oil-fired thermal
plant, produce no sulfur oxides (there is negligible sulfur in natural gas fuel), generate 24 Tons/year of
nitrous oxides (vs. 800 Tons from the thermal plant) and release about half the CO, (500,000 vs.
1,000,000 Tons/year) of the thermal plant. These figures are quoted not to obviate the argument for
wind turbines; on the contrary, as the table illustrates, the wind turbines hold up very well against
combined cycle, and personally | support such a clean, renewable form of electric power generation.

Comparison of 170 MW Power Generating Plants

Oil-fired Wind
Thermal Turbines
Comb. Cycle {Canal (Horseshoe

(Mystic Plant) Plant) Shoals)
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Power (KW) 170,000 170,000 170,000
Heat Rate (BTU/KWH-LHV) 6,800 8,400

Gas Fuel Consumption (CFH) 1,284,444

Equivalent Liquid Fuel (Gal.fYear) 77,000,000

Bunker C Fuel {(Gal./Year) 95,000,000 Zero
Sulfur Oxides (Tons/Year) Zero 2,400 Zero
NOx (Tons/Year) 24 800 Zero
CO2 Discharge (Tons/Year) 500,000 1,000,000 Zero

As one who has spent many hours during the last 35 years enjoying the panorama of Nantucket Sound
with friends and family, | think that it may be short sighted for the future of wind turbines to locate such a
conspicuous display of power generation in the midst of this natural wonder. The adverse impact on
fourism and property values in close proximity to Horseshoe Shoal may well dwarf the economic and
environmental benefits of the turbines. Even if the developer is successful in siting these first 130
turbines in Horseshoe Shoal, | suspect the hue and cry against the specter of the installed turbines will
preclude wind turbine installation at the two proposed future sites in the Sound and dog the siting of
other turbines throughout the U.S. Placing turbines in the Sound is tantamount to lining them up along
the rim of the Grand Canyon, or the coast of Big Sur or among the islands of Acadia National Park. Itis
critical to the future of wind turbines to make this first major site as environmentally benign as possible.

My recommendation would be fo locate this first wind farm at least 12 miles offshore, i.e. at a virtually
invisible distance from fand (a profile 10" long and less than %" above the horizen). The Horseshoe
Shoal site will look like a 12" high, 20" wide thicket of turbines when viewed from the shore. While the
added expense of taller {(extending to greater depths), stronger towers and longer transmission lines
will drive up the cost of such a location, higher wind velocities further out to sea may offset these added
capital costs by increasing operating revenues. 1t is my understanding that the Europeans have
already installed turbines over 12 miles offshore and the technological obstacles of added depth and
longer cables have heen successfully overcome. Finally, | suspect that if the wind farm is relocated
outside such an environmentally and politically sensitive area as Horseshoe Shoal, siting approval time
will be improved for the project.

Sincerely,

Donald A. Kolp, P.E.
President

DAK:dk

E-copies: Gov. Romney, Senator Kennedy, Senator Kerry, Rep. Delahunt
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From: Doug Savidge [dsavidge@verizon.net]
Sent: Monday, November 22, 2004 7:55 AM
To: Energy, Wind

Subject: Cape Wind Project

Good morning,

I am fully in support of the Cape Wind Project. There are so many positive aspects of the
project...no pollution, no use of foreign oil, etc. etc.

One thing | would like to see is that is not a "Free ride" for Cape Wind. | believe that there
should be a lease cost to the use of the off shore property for this private venture.

Thank you.

Regards,

Doug Savidge

Doug Savidge

308 West Central Street

Franklin, MA 02038

P: 508-528-6668

F: 508-300-8178

dsavidge@verizon.net

11/26/2004
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From: arnold katz [starfe1@hotmail.com)]
Sent: Monday, November 22, 2004 9:46 AM
To: Energy, Wind

Subject: Cape Wind

NEEDS THE FULL SUPPORT OF THE GOVERNMENT . THIS IS A PROJECT THAT IS
GOOD FOR EVERYONE, EVEN THOSE WHO FEEL THEY WILL LOOSE SOME OF
THERE PRECICUS VIEW OF THE OCEAN. WE NEED TO START THE CHANGE

ARNOLD KATZ
2708 WIMBLEDON CT
CARROLLTON TX 75006

11/26/2004
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From: jpye@connellypartners.com 3
Sent; Tuesday, November 23, 2004 10:58 AM

To: Energy, Wind
Subject: Please extend the public comment period on the Cape Wind DEIS

SAVE OUR SOUND

e it 4 protect sertuthit wernd

Please immediately extend the public comment period on the Draft Environmental
Impact Staterment for the propesed Cape Wind project to 180 days. Any shorter time
period is entirely insufficient to allow the public ample opportunity to provide input on
such a lengthy and important document on a complex and controversial project.

Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter.
Sincerely,

Janet Pye

11/26/2004



Adams, Karen K NAE

From: BrooksRoba@aol.com

Sent: Monday, November 22, 2004 10:28 AM
To: Energy, Wind

Subject: Wind farm project

Dear Karen Kirk-Adams,

| have been a summer resident of Oak Bluffs on Martha's Vineyard for 35
years. | support the concept of alternative energy forms like wind farms.

However | do NOT think the Nantucket Sound shoals is the place for the East
Coast's first wind farm. Cape Cod and the Islands depend cn their pristine
beauty to support their economy by attracting tourists. Why couldn't the first
wind farm be place in an more urban setting like Boston harbor?

Sincerely,

Brooks Robards

20 Langworthy Road
Northampton, MA 01060
6 Samoset Avenue

Qak Bluffs, MA 02557

(e
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From: Gil Roberts [mx55dad@yahoo.com]
Sent: Friday, November 26, 2004 7:21 PM
To: Energy, Wind; admin@saveoursound.org ‘
Subject: Comments on Cape Wind DEIS
Hello,

Being a local resident and rate payer | have been
watching this project very closely.

| beleive the build and maintenance costs have been
seriously underestimated like the BIG DIG and | as a
raterpayer will be saddled with the expense.

We already pay some of the highest electricity rates
in the country and this project will not help to lower
them.

Renewable energy is an alternative,but ocean
generators have proved to be dismal failure.

Please extend the comment period so there will be
no questions about who was not heard from about this
ocean industrial site.

A local resident and year round ratepayer,
Gilbert+Sharon Roberts
P.O.Box 146\ 506 County Rd.
Monument Bh. Ma. 02553

Thank you.

Do you Yahoo!?
Meet the all-new My Yahoo! - Try it today!
http://my.yahoa.com



Adams, Karen K NAE % ’5

From: John Meyer [[dm@texas.net]

Sent: Friday, November 26, 2004 4:56 AM
To: Energy, Wind

Subject: Re: NAE-2004-338-1

My name is John Meyer and | was born in Hyannis Hospital 50 years ago. Our
antique family summer house in Centerville has been in the family since

1941, | must say that | am amazed that a wind farm is being considered in
Nantucket Sound.

| am very much in favor of renewable energy but at what price? The natural
beauty of Nantucket Sound can not be renewed once it has been ruined by a
wind farm. Has anyone thought about the economic impact on the real estate
market on the south shore of Cape Cod if a wind farm is plunked down in the
water within view from the beautiful shores and beaches? The Cape Cod
schools are now slashing budgets and cutting programs because the tax base
can not fund the schoals. If a wind farm is built in Nantucket Sound what

do you think will happen to the property values of the homes along the souih
shore? When the homes are assessed at frue market value and that value has
been reduced by the sight of the wind farm, the tax base will suffer and so

will the schools.

There are plenty of hills inland on Cape Cod where the wind blows freely. A
land based wind farm would make connection to transmission iines much easier
and less costly than underwater cables. | realize that land based wind

farms require "purchasing” land rather than "taking" water space but | hate

the idea of the beauty of Cape Cod's south shore and precious Nantucket
Sound being destroyed by a wind farm.

Renewable energy is necessary but at what price? NANTUCKET SOUND 1S NOT
RENEWABLE. There are land based alternatives that should be considered.

John D. Meyer
jdm@texas.net
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From: Joanne Hynes {joannehynes@yahoo.com)
Sent:  Saturday, November 27, 2004 4:25 PM
To: Energy, Wind

Subject: Cape Wind Report

Army Corps of Engineers,

I have just requested your 4,000 PAGE DEIS
report on your findings related to the Cape Wind
report. Is this true? Is this report actually
4,000 pages long? If so, this is ludicrous!
Drowning the concerned public in words is a cheap
ploy to discourage us, and keep us uninformed
instead of informed! This report should NOT be paid
for by the Cape Wind Project!

And now you limit the time to respond to 60
days. Does this seem incredibly biased to you? And
I suppose you will actually gauge your responses to
this overkill report as the actual concern for the
project. This is insulting and a travesty.

THE PEOPLE OF CAPE COD DO NOT WANT THIS CAPE
WIND PROJECT IN OUR BACKYARD. PERIOD.

JoAnne and Toby Hynes

324 Bridge Street
Osterville, Ma 02655

11/29/2004
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From: acksilver@cormcast.net

Sent:  Saturday, November 27, 2004 12:05 AM

To: Energy, Wind

Subject: Please extend the public comment period on the Cape Wind DEIS

SAVE OUR SOUND

o RNt protecd rentuthet sound

Please visit the UEK site http://uekus.com/index.html If we need to develop renewable
energy in our waters, lets try to utilize the water? Wind can be found enshore and if we
explore both options we may get fwice the power.

Please immediately extend the public comment period on the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement for the proposed Cape Wind project to 180 days. Any shorter time
period is entirely insufficient to allow the public ample opportunity to provide input on
such a lengthy and important decument on a complex and controversial project.

Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter.
Sincerely,

Aure Hamel

11/29/2004
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From: shareen@saveoursound.org

Sent: Saturday, November 27, 2004 8:18 AM

To: Energy, Wind

Subject: Please extend the public comment period on the Cape Wind DEIS

SAVE OUR SOUND

wiEsnce 10 probect nasducket soting

Please immediately extend the public comment period on the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement for the proposed Cape Wind project to 180 days. Any shorter time
period is entirely insufficient to aliow the public ample opportunity to provide input on
such a lengthy and important document on a complex and controversial project.

Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter.
Sincerely,

Shareen Davis

11/29/2004
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From: Nathan Ketchel [nateketchel@msn.com)]
Sent:  Saturday, November 27, 2004 8:08 AM
To: Energy, Wind

Subject: Cape Wind NAE-2004-338-1

To whom it may concern:

[ am writing in response to the release of the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement for the planned 130 turbine wind farm known as Cape Wind (NAE-
2004-338-1). I am writing to you today in support of the project. I have taken a
look at the findings in the report and have noted the great benefits that this
project will bring to our region of Massachusetts. First is the creation of jobs, 600
to 1,000 peaple will be employed during the construction phase and 154
permanent jobs will be introduced to the region. As is well known, many areas
across the country are suffering from large losses of jobs, though 154 new
permanent jobs way not sound like many, but in Barnstable County the operation
of the wind farm will result in annual permanent increases of $21.8 million in
economic cutput; $10.2 million in value added; and, nearly $7 million in labor
income.The second major positive for this project to be completed is the energy
itself. The amount of energy expected to be produced will help offset the usage
of highly polluting coal and oil power plants located nearby. Most likely you are
aware of the oil spill that Buzzard's Bay experiences nearly 2 years ago while oil
was being transported to Mirant's Canal power plant. [ live in Mattapoisett, MA
which experienced heavy damage caused by that spill. If one less harge full of oil
has to be transported through Buzzard's Bay then its one less bullet in the
chamber in this game of Russian roulette that it played. Plus building this
renewable energy source will reduce the cost of compliance with the Renewable
Energy Portfolio Standards (RPS) for Massachusetts electricity consumers. Among
the biggest positive atributes of this project are the health benefits. Cape Wind
could have an annual cumulative beneficial effect on public health estimated at
approximately $53 million dollars resulting from reduced power plant poliution.
At first I was concerned about marine vessel navigation but the DEIS has
concluded that no major impact will be had on sea and air navigation. The
biggest plus to the project in my mind is the reduction of greenhouse gasses, as a
23 year old I'm very concerned about this due to the expected timetable of global
warming and the effects that it will have on my life 50 years down the road. As
part of the DEIS findings that their will be a reduction in greenhouse gas
emissions of over a million tons a year, I think again we are taking a step in the
right direction. Since this project is located and will impact the cape the most,
this reduction in greenhouse gasses is severely needed seeing how the cape has
some of the worst air quality in the United States. My last reason for supporting
this project is the fact that it will have little impact on the shores of the cape. The
fog horns on the towers are expected to only be heard within a half mile of each
tower, leaving ocean front residents without the annoyance of listening to them at
night, though the towers will be visible on the horizon, they are not expected to
dominate the [andscape from shore. In my opinion thats Is only a small price to
pay for securing the region’'s energy needs for the future. So in conclusion I
support the construction of the 130 turbine wind farm by Cape Wind. Thank You.
Nathan C Ketchel
18 Foster St
Mattapoisett, MA 02739
508-932-2308

11/29/2004
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Adams, Karen K NAE

From: The Pardos [stan.pardo@comcast.net]
Sent: Saturday, November 27, 2004 1:21 PM
To: Energy, Wind

Subject: Cape Wind project in Nantucket Sound

| demand an extension of the comment period on the wind power project in Nantucket Sound
from 60 days to 180 days in order to have time to review this massive document---the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement on the Cape Wind project. | do not see the proof of the
advantages for the public. | am not at all convinced that there will be a significant savings in
electricity bills and | am extemely concerned about the environmental and safety hazards. It
seems that the only one winning party here is Cape Wind.

Sincerely,

Mary Alyce Pardo

Home owner -
Nantucket Island

11/29/2004



Adams, Karen K NAE
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From: Shawn John [grubeci@hotmail.com]

Sent: Saturday, November 27, 2004 12:57 AM
To: Energy, Wind

Subject: YES: Windpower off American Shores: Yes

Dear Ms? Karen Kirk Adams:

YES to the wind project though fewer turbines may be in order...] can't see
them from here!

To choose a company that generates renewably and alternatively is a plus as
for choice and electricity deregulation.

This is American leadership.
The rolling up of sleeves reputation of Army Corp of Engineers is again
demonstrated.

Best Regards,

a more civil civilian...hot air and talk is cheap...
wind is CHEAPER

(...than Pilgrim

than wars,

than acid raid,

then smell of canal power, etc.)

<form action="https://www.paypal.com/cgi-bin/webscr"' method="post">
<input type="hidden" name="cmd" value="_xclick">

<input type="hidden" name="business" value="grubeci@hotmail.com">
<input type="hidden" name="item_name" value="PUBLIC in REPUBLIC">
<input type="hidden" name="item_number" value="101">

<input type="image"

src="https:/iwww.paypal com/images/x-click-butcc-donate gif’ border="0"
name="submit" alt="Make payments with PayPal - it's fast, free and secure!">
<fform>

<IDOCTYPE HTML PUBLIC "-/W3C//DTD HTML 3.2/EN">

<HEAD=>
<META HTTP-EQUIV="Content-Type" CONTENT="text/html,CHARSET=is0-8859-1">
<META NAME="GENERATOR" Content="Visual Page 2.0 for Windows">
<TITLE>untitled</TITLE>

</HEAD>

<BODY>

<P><script language="javascript’
src="http://ffs.capwiz.comVDHTML/CAjsform.js"></script><form method="get"
action="http://capwiz.com/stickers/" onsubmit="return verify(this):"><input
type="hidden" name="dir" value="congressorg" /><input type="hidden"
name="vl" value="C" /><table cellpad
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Adams, Karen K NAE qu

From: RSKates@aol.com

Sent:  Sunday, November 28, 2004 2:58 AM
To: Energy, Wind

Subject: Re: Cape Cod Potential Wind Energy

Attention Hearing Officer:

I am Richard S. Kates, and I live at 4 East Boulevard, Onset, MA 02558 [PO Box 78]. My phone is
508 295 3045, and my [best number is] 781 765 2322, Kindly enter my statement in your
hearings.

I am in favor of these wind turbines.

I have seen films of the wind turbines off the coast of Denmark. I'll be the first to say they are
niot the most attractive looking things, en masse, but they do so much good. We have a chance
to reduce somewhat the dependence on foreign oil. There is very little risk with this project,
even the audoburn society [of which I belong] seem to say that they favor this concept, and that
the number of birds killed is very small.

As far as a tourist detraction, this isn't the case. In fact some will actually get to the best
viewing place to see these fields. [That appears to be the case in Denmark.]

As a boater, I can't understand anyone's legitimate objections. We'd just stay away from them!
Sincerely,

Richard S. Kates
M.Ed/ MBA/PhD

1172972004
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Adams, Karen K NAE

From: JAMES TOTTEN [jt135@msn.com]
Sent: Sunday, November 28, 2004 1:36 PM
To: Energy, Wind

Subject: No! to Wind Towers in Nantucket Sound

As an individual, not attached to any organized group. I would like to request
that all the time that is required to make sure that these proposed towers are
what the people want, are safe for the environment, safe for the fishing industry
both commercial and sportsman alike. That the land that they hopefully will
Never be built on is not just given away for free But, will cost the builders many

times the cost of what an acre of land costs for shore front property on the cape
and islands.

If these people that want to build these towers are so concerned about the rising
costs of electricity on the cape and surrounding areas, than make them put it
writing that "All" of the power generated will stay here, That they will be totally
responsible for any spills no matter how big or small, that they will guarantees
that no wild life will die in the process.

Make these jerks put the towers where nobody can see them from land if they
want them in the water....

Thank you for your time. The Cape is a very unique and should remain that way.
Do not let these Moron's who only have $$$$ as the reason for this project,
QOverrides the wishes of the majority.

11/29/2004
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Adams, Karen K NAE

From: Nancy Whipple [whipplen@adelphia.net]
Sent: Sunday, November 28, 2004 3:.02 PM
To: Energy, Wind

Subject: Cape Wind Project

Dear Sirs:
I would like to request that you extend the comment period from 60 days to 180 in order to

adequately review the document submitted by the Army Corps of Engineers.
Thank you.

Nancy B. Whipple

POB 804

Edgartown, MA 02539

11/29/2004
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Adams, Karen K NAE 3L1 5

From: tapapageorge@cs.com

Sent:  Sunday, November 28, 2004 3,06 PM

To: Energy, Wind

Subject: Please extend the public comment period on the Cape Wind DEIS

Save our SOUND

e EENBEIG T prodndt raamiutia! o

Please immediately extend the public comment period on the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement for the proposed Cape Wind project to 180 days. Any shorter time
period is entirely insufficient to allow the public ample oppertunity to provide input on
such a tlengthy and important document on a complex and controversiai project.

Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter.
Sincerely,

Themis Papagecrge

11/29/2004
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Adams, Karen K NAE

From: Tony Leonard [ptown_native@yahoo.com)]
Sent:  Sunday, November 28, 2004 7:50 PM

To: Energy, Wind

Subject: Wind farm off Nantucket Sound

To Whom It May Concern;

[ am a born-and-raised resident of Cape Cod who is in full support of Cape Wind. 1
understand the concerns of many citizens of the Cape- that the turbines will affect
tourism, and fishing, and wild life in negative ways- but [ believe, as has been found in
your report, that there is no plausible evidence to support these claims. Instead, [
believe the folks who are against the project are using "scare tactics” in order to
dissuade the public from supporting it, for reasons I am uncertain of. I only hope that
enough of the public will look into it for themselves, rather than relying on the word of
the so-called "Alliance to Protect Nantucket Sound." Protect it from what?

On the other hand, I understand the hestiancy of these concerned citizens- a project
such as this has never been undertaken- at least in this country. Novelty tends to
frighten people; however, as anybody who pays attention knows, alternative energy
needs to be researched and implemented- and soon. Estimates of the amount of time
until fossil fuels- particuarly crude oil- are depleted vary, but it seems it will very likely
be within at least our grandchildren's, if not our children's lifetimes. There is little time
left for hesitancy. [ would be proud to be able to say that | lived in the first community
in the U.S. to adopt such a project; we need to start somewhere. Keep up the good
work.

Thank you very much for your time.

Mr. Anthony Leonard
P.O. Box 510
Truro, MA 02666

Do You Yahoo!?

Tired of spam? Yahoo! Mail has the best spam protection around
http://mail.yahoo.com

11/29/2004
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Adams, Karen K NAE

From: juliebender [juliebender@comcast.net]
Sent: Sunday, November 28, 2004 4.37 PM
To: Energy, Wind

Subject: Proposed wind farm

I will be unable to attend the meeting in West Yarmouth on December 7, 2004. | wish to be
recorded as a citizen of Yarmouth who supports alternative energy sources and at this point in
time | particuiarly support the proposed wind farm in Nantucket Sound. This is forward looking
project which will benefit Cape Cod using renewable energy sources.

Julie M. Bender

39 Miriah Drive

Yarmouth Port, MA 02675
508-394-6194

11/29/2004
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-Dear Army Corps of Engineers: : 3"’&

A 60-day review period is unreasonab%e to adequately review the massive

.4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you w1th thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project..

Sincerelyé&iw m Date 3\'/ i /0

Print Name N e e, S < &'} o\ enS

Address X 0 R ew XIS &0 B
City s ©o X State ™ O Zip &R &S
Dear Army Corps of Engineers: . 3 w

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
1 respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely, ﬂf‘ M«L s @L_x
Print Name J a2 'E'i‘g W {/
Address ? . @97/ Soz.

cy_ (Ds frrvs e State ‘M‘4" zip O 2653 &z&r




Dear Army Corps of Engineers: 3‘/5 ,

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Smcerely Date “ [lz‘t» OL\

Address \\{ W\Qm\o u)b\roé\Q p\\Q "f;l < M_ |
City\\hl :\Nu\n G”( ! 1 VY\c\' Statev.h A Zipw

Dear Army Corps of Engineers:

.. A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
© 4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review peried to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely, /lt;vv\ E\; ‘..71-> Da E@
Print Name -’n/\owm 5 5. Qo be /“5 5:’: ; S
Address__ Db Ed muon( s (205\ d ;

City W(@A)If»l ‘ state A Zipm




e
ar Army Corps of Engineers: ety review the massiv:
De .4y umeasonable to adequa  statement document.
A 60-day review period ;_-;’ f Environmenta\ Impac Jto days in ord;\r“
‘ ' ra jew perio :
4,000-page aP€ e ¢ you extend the revrerp rovide you with though
| respectfully reduest that-y formed as possileanc P
e . best in . roject.
be as _setting P
for the public to'n ut on this precedent-s€
and unhuried inP .

(&

sincerely: Z & oy [
print Name M
in

wes

Ao, Comaapten

’ ’ ' » - e A ‘
Dear Army Corps of Engineers: - s 3S-I ‘

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project. ‘

Sincerely, /%u\,‘, i / /L Date _4_/_/_%7/ e
Print Name Tgmes z Kj‘a'f/]\""’"

Address S 19 tWes? RS

S Y 24 o0

™
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City _ AVew Cortrogin .. State 7 Zip
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A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Since@/ Date !l /!9/0%

N

Print NameQb-LCr i f&e/n"\'l Vt?\f\A AT ;if =

Address 150 Agel  Nedled Qe . £

City LU\{AFMAAA{ State th‘ Zip o 3‘%}5’ R
¥ - . L,}::

Dear Army Corps of Engineers:

Dear Army Corps of Engineers: 35’3

A 60-day review period .is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project. :

Sincerely, s
Print Name QALQFT m‘_uﬁ_jaﬁ}/] o &

14 L] [
Address ROO O¥KTec thorbacS 5 = &

City OQQWTDLQ Statem ;lp @ ‘ZS !S




Dear Army Corps of Engineers: ggq

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
| respectfuily request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

s | »
Sincerely, r\mj-‘(@ Date ! ZI o
Print Name TQM . Bshav e

Address_ D' %k‘“’\ M _ :f; **“ ”'

City Uﬂ%&m) PM . State M 'n' %lp “u:;:’-();? L/’)

Dear Army Corps of Engineers: 3 {-(

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive

- 4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possibie and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-settmg project.

Smcerely, (gz.b& “/Lg

Print Name _ 4 c:\oa-c-\- _Sa\n\m&og

o g i

Address_\ % Lﬁuxs\gu(& 35“&,{__ = g
e

City/—bgs‘\‘;“ _ State mv& Zip G Y



Dear Army Corps of Engineers:

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
| respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project. ‘

. i —— i
Sincerely, j: S/_t— Date // // E? ﬁ_
Z C = o & H
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers:

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful

and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: ’ 35"8

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
{ respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincefely, ?M%% Date |\ szZé:i 04

Print Name PA TR\ Qﬂ_%_L&.w‘;g
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: - 35*7

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtfui
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely, g\u—ww\ Q‘Bu&ﬁw\ Date /1 / ﬁ:_l_/ oY
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: 3 (D

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely, iﬁmﬂ) % - &me; Date //1124012
Print Name / /‘7/?/%‘/” A C/Fﬁ/w/ya?

Address__ /el /4@?%0/#54/} D/ffi/ e = fi‘)
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: 3 é,

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possibie and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely, éf/’k*ﬁ' W

Print Name SéMA ”"—7;1‘07'”43 m[\/}. pphk[
Address g&f‘f AcE Z)f -
City IA)r }%%177 d 0‘% ﬁ State ! 22’4
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers:

A 60-day review period is unreasonable {o adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely, _AJ;&L—MQ_A_’L\‘L&Q_—&E:‘ Date j{ /2t / 0Y
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: ) 36 y

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
| respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtfu!
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely,

Print Namec HARIS / ff% = Mgt PAC{ £ . 3
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: - 36 5’_

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
1 respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely, WW Date 2_‘! 0

Print Name L /V. ELLD % ~fl€£ﬂ/ M/J
Address At JL‘;/ MEAD M ﬂﬂ—
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Dear Army Corps of Enginéers: 3 g ) ?
the massive

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely, A‘M’ “) ‘NJW Date {)?“{ 34
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: o ? ‘ 6
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Dear Army ‘Corps of Engineers: ?6 ?

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document
| respectﬁ.ll!y request that you extend the review period to 180 days in orde;
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project. ®

Sincerely, Q»QR—W%BL‘“‘{T"— Date | / I‘ag oY
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: 3‘7 o

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
| respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project. '

% /5 Date # _Ziy Lot
T

Sincerely, .
Print Name —57{? e /-/ g Rz ;Cj;:_'l & *f
. G
Address & Crncer Gune (Box184) R
~ e ) =
5 = ]
Dear Army Corps of Engineers: 37 ,

" A"60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project. »

Sincerely, a
Print Name Aﬂﬂ& I Ehﬂd/ 2‘ ;:- ‘,,
Address 2§ gmm Ve d[[ C(/i %d 3?:
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: ' 31 ’V

A 60-day i'éview period is unreasonable to adequately review the massiv:
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statirggrz‘t dogumfc:le;
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and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely, _

Print Name W W o 5 5
Address &L{ 3 m } M @% ;E ’3
[ o >
City W state e 7o & '7§

- ’ i
0 ' N

Dear Army Corps of Engineers: 37 3 ﬂ

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely, 1/ P ot/ S
PintName ARBARA H HESS = 5 -« &
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: 37

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful

and unhurried input ¢ s/p( ‘edent-setting project.
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: 37 5

A GO-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
| respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely, Q/%:C/ Date _{_{;_/_bz_{/_d_¢

nddress. /50 Trore dn- & o=
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: 3 7 6

A 60-day review period is unreasonable’ to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
| respectfully requ;%({\at you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as bégt informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely, L”:LA—J/'-l ; (AM‘#
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: ? 77

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provnde you with thoughtful

and unhurried input on this precedent-settmg project.

Sincerely, Chuzadon I (;LQW Date )/ g@ oY
o 5o

Print Name £ )i2al0eMy ~Johnsen = -
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Pear Army Corps of Engineers: 3'7 6

A 60-day review p%nod is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order

for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely%% 7“’

Print Name /7065 H CRISsHA)

Address_ /%3 P’na/eljé Pﬂ#\
ity Octernile, State A¥1  Zip 0763s

r—ﬁ-——‘m__
——_&—‘____*_‘“———7 . -

Dear Army Corps of Engineers; ?7 Z

Sincere} K _

cerely, ﬂ»%/}ﬁl /WM Date/| /(T 0¥
Print Name ‘/'h 4 CO(JOMQ/ -
Address_ V. 0, ox <93 | o £

[
o _
City Cenderi/(e , )
S State m‘ g_i)p :Sﬂj&




- 30

Dear Army Corps of Engineers:

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful

and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely, @‘ ﬁ % /)%"‘“’ Date l_/

i'“w

/—Y\LN”B (")<{Qﬂﬂﬂ§ 3

Print Nam

Address /0? S/&’/\?Féa/esc ﬁ z =
City STERVILLE oo M 5

- .

Dear Army Corps of Engineers
quately review the massive

60-day review period is unreasonable to ade
s y N Environmental Impact Statement document.

A,000-page Cape Wind Draft
1 respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
formed as possible and provide you with thoughtful

for the public to be as best in
and unhurried input on this precedent-settlng project.

Print Nan)/ K/U 7#/% 7 =l (=L ;3 £
Address(. @wﬂ/ﬁ& -,Dé (e g S5

City {___ /77 )4%’ /5 W | State/é[li Zip 4




Dee;r"Army Corps of Engineers: 3 d -)/

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
[ respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

i

Sincerely, | [?;q)te 'H 30 odd

:‘1: i ;_ .
Print Name Q C\/\GVJ Bur\f\e S :f, -

e ) -

S r
Address »-{ 3 (\)'b e ‘Dcw'é_ @ o & =§

City ,BCA'@‘('OQ ‘ State Hﬁ Zip O!%.SO

Dear Army Corps of Engineers: ?

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide ydu with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerel)%,//dﬂﬂlly A é;/ﬂérﬂﬁz |
Print Name _{Y 14 p Y /q 1414&0[: Nne_
Address 2, BM s

City‘ﬁ}%iflu;/}& state /10/}




Dear Army Corps of Engineers: 3 ’y

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

s, EWo o Dt prraat— oue 20

......

Print Name ES$7 ELLE 6 gUR Pfff\/g’/}/l/;% i

e

oo ©

Address Po. BoxX Seyf Lo =
L =

City @A‘I( Ba'ﬁl/fzfg State /14 | Zip 0 Z LZ 7




Dear Army Corps of Engineers: 3 6 é

o
2 5%?&3/ re\(r:l:w per.iod is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
] ;e _ Etff[e pe Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
spe ly request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtfy
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project. ougn

Si{]cerely, %Zé - % Date {f / /? tOZ
Prlnt‘Name or . f’d-ﬂﬁ/ o &
Address ‘ m CAGP‘C/C)V\ ZV\ oo =
City OJ%VI////@ _ _~ State / zﬁ Zip -Zc;gij‘]/

Dear Army Corps of Engineers: 36 7

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Pyt oS
Sincerely, [\rQ (L w.ph‘/ Date \L[ H[ ou
Print Name UT;)\\« ?\‘wa\(\g# Ay %ﬂﬂ\shm g— ; f
Address r\?‘, 0 ('-\?)D ). g~ a\h'&Wﬁ'“’g:[?

City CQ‘\"U'V( | state_ WA Zip 0@ 25




Dear Army Corps of Engineers: 36 8

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

/cf L Dateﬂ_”@gg_o_‘f

PrintNameQOmr\a/tcL Y Av[IQL\O/de g

Sincerel I

. . o4 5
Address H L" ‘B;‘\ — L\-"/')C]c EF “‘;j Z j

ay Ogder v, la stated MY zip NS5

Dear Army Corps of Engineers: 3 97

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement doc.:ument.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful

and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerel)%/ &«__C \\r:.oo_(&.v\ Dte 11
Print Name\N“; \\ o G N;c,Lo\_Sog\ ~
Address T4 S e ds Dewe

City05“@i’\/.\ ” e State M A Zip O 2

7:04
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Y
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: ' %q O

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

1

Sincerely, ’ Date ! (‘ {9704
Print Name AL C %\"O‘Q.\m a 9 \1 N

" Address l“(; | SCM &cﬁeﬁ' EOQ v _ 5 t}? EZJ
CIWOJ'LQKQ\\\Q( ___ | State MCt Z,p%&i—% {{

- Dear Army Corps of Engineers: gq l

A 60-day review period Is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
1 respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project. :

Sincerely, Date {4 / \f!;‘z oY

» R
Print Name BRUCE HARDING T&, = ;’-

Addressv 50 CHpEDon) LN & s
City __OS TERVILLE __ state D zip 0Q6ES




Dear Army Corps of Engineers: q q’l’-

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful

and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project. ,,

Sincerely, Da‘ﬁe }‘?‘g / ?{
J )AE AR

Print Name 2o

s 0
Address jp:l »/GQC'A& M&» /@/ =
City &M@ - State % Zip 0 o JJ’\Z'/

51% &'RIW g'ﬂO(K‘o ik, ( A ST N“ALJT' _

Covld T hatp b Thinie  hos mocy 3793
T T Tosle For hen TO Opdecstards
hen cooe ~ Wvar A Tradyed, Ros
User i She ooty b Go dasps
TWAT 3 B T §6T TO Umkocatad
ot ot Ciim Thapacts F- - aadl
Nece & prvre e — T poack Slowoy

He3-g27-T20H



Dear Army Corps of Engineers: ' 39 (/

- A~60-day review period is unreasonable to adéquatély review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
1 respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order

for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

1

Sincerely, - Date // |22 [Q?

FECEIVED
Print Name S arasnen ol
GREG DEEGAN T eh
Adaress !1 OTUIT BAY DR PRI sy DH £ é
N s S FA R fvgilzy

City State Zip

Dear Army Corps of Engineers: ’ 3 9 s

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the fassive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft F.nvnronmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extendgii# review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed agif#ssible and provide you with thoughtful
and urhurried input on this precedent-settmg project.

Smcerely, M Pt 1 Date // -C?—ZY—‘?/

Pnnt /s /ﬂp ‘ X o
Address 80 Lo U\_)G»ST gj&:&/ AV Al
City OC" _}kz’\/ Vi / state VY4 Zip O&Qgg

s




Dear Afmy Corps of Engineers: ’ ’ 3?‘ '

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order

for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincel'ely, / Datel lz / !2 / 2 7

bl .
. —_— RECLIVED _
Print Name
3 npit

(;:; ‘., ;3 AR
Address
City
Dear Army Corps of Engineers: | 3 q ,

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
| respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful

and unhurried input on this precedent-setfing project.
; N
g?‘”‘ Date /! 12%57

Sincerely,

Print Name j}i}ln« /7[( f{// RECEIVED
c/ Oy 26

Address 2‘? / J;mw:»é/ Zf&a J KOV ;

City f“f 7' ﬁ’/”‘ ,ﬁ State Mk Izb{; %\%fﬂ 34




Dear Army Corps of Engineers: 3 ?g

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
| respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

\
Sincerely, &= RECEVED  pate _/Z/jgn!/
Print Name t”fel-&&‘L v —

Address, __jz\_g_ﬂ%LB'n-Qu
City W | state MK Zip_ 026 Y9

e —

R
T g %
O]

Dear Army Corps of Engineers: 3 q j
easonable to adequatety review the fnassive

A 60-day review period is unr
4 OOO-nge Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.

| respectfully request that you extend the review perioFl to 180 c.iays in o;ffi:
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thougl
and unhurried input on this precg‘denbsetting project.

Sincerely,(]?\i‘?%"“"l L\ » & (_[e)\r Date //(ﬂ[ Oy

g

RECEIVED

Print Name _
Ms. Rosemary M. Fuller e oo Bpnf
63 Beekman Dr. Ky £b &s
A d dress Agawam, MA 010012609 ' -

RE
City . State




Dear Army Corps of Engineers: q 00

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement dOt:_ument.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely, %_én 1:447 } Date_/Z_ﬂLQ_‘T/
F‘-L"’i- VLY ‘

LTIV D

Print Name Mo et e n B e W

1 35ER i n:
HUus\o b Juvs

Address_©0: Boe \XAS Len

o T Y s

ity u&mmu State I Zip_ 2.5 39

Dear Army Corps of Engineers: q 0 ,

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
[ respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely, _AML_B_&@_L pate 104 2 8Y
RECEIVED

Print Name Mﬂ i M
ST W 12 ¥

£

Address

E A Y
Guy o« O Liut
)

BT A S ]
TR R WILEE PH R NIV

StateM_ Zip Oéﬁﬂ

City




Dear Army Corps of Engineers: : / IDL

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
| respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely, Date Il 122, 064

Johun B. Peunetlvn
aigress, PO Box 961 i 15 miAS Bay RX
ay_Co w7 SO NS 5 g 3

Zip

Print Name

. Dear Army Corps of Engineers:. ] ‘/ 0 3

' reasonable to ad vi massive
60-d revie{n} period is unreasonable to adequately review tth; og:lar:ent.
| ADO(;' a: e Cape Wind Draft Environmental lmpac:t Statirggr;l o
. 'ptéll request that you extend the review peno?l to . gthoughtml
‘ft:etsr?ec ubliz to be as best informed as possible and provide youwl
rthe ' pro
and unlla‘lurried input on this precedent—settmg project

Sincerely, o Pate i
R o7 WA
Print Name A ~fTHUR mie L yoy 28 8
T 1 ;,\:f‘ \}l\u i
Address PO . BOX 5‘// Lot
. -
STE | LIE Statﬂﬁ Zip D86 S3

City



Dear Army Corps of Engineers: (% ﬂ

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Envigenmental Impact Statement document.
| respectfully request that you exten¥ the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as-possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely, %ﬂ’j M/ RECEDYR /1757 %‘(

Print Name Zju)cu/j ’Z’C}l&/c/i M gry 23 @ |

CE e

Address (&UG/;] / /B’[ @/ O ""/(/[é RO AT
City SM/ M?/L Statelj/_fj"___ zp_ 02

Dear Army Corps of Engineers: y J g

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
| respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as. possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried inpuf dn {his precedent-setting project.

Sincerely, peomivepDate 2/ 22 g/

77
Print Name ﬂ?ﬁ@ﬂ/ﬁ’\/ X0y 25 2
Address %)/f %WM@ A%L’MLZC& DV

City M State%ﬁ/ Zip & 2435




Dear Army Corps of Engineers: q 06

A 60-day reyiew“periocl__ is_unreasonable to ddequately review the massive
4,000-page ‘Cape Wind Draft Environmental -Impact Statement document
1 respectful!y request that you extemd the review period to 180 days in order.
for the public to be as best informe®ds possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried.input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely, W C/ i prgetyiPate ﬂ_/l_i-/ﬂ

. e
PnntNaer, J Aimo ) @ G/ﬂ//( B0y ¢5
Address_/ 9/ ,/kam nee 7t A ﬂ%)’“’/‘ai”
AR
City Lo s N State W/ A zip OS5 13

Near Army Corps of Engineers: ' ‘ ’o
massive

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review t
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Envifonmental Impact Statement document.
| respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely, ﬁ m M fe @j{% B{I_/ 23 5 o4

Robert B. Scales U, nn
KoY £6 208

Print Name

30 Cap'n Samadrus Rd cosn A TORY DIVISON
Add!’eSS p - E‘{.{J.; ,,"\IU:'{‘T [ RN

Cotuit 02365-1384

City State P Zip




Dear Army Corps of Engineers: | _ qo {

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
1 respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order

for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely, %\\ g QO Date‘t_l_[_,_ﬂ_o_f
RECEIVED

wry 2o 9Nt

Print Name \yl\ﬂﬁ‘/ S FC—QM _
i \ fuy <0

Lot

City ié—&aos)‘obum State M Zip ‘O 2 S 29

(R

WL
PR IS

De:.;.r Army Corps of Engineers: q

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequatelg review, th:oi?lar:sei:f
' i Environmental Impact Statemen .
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft ! : ument.
| eriod to 180 days in0
ectfully request that you extend the fewew perioc .
lfcr::t?e publiz to be as best informed as possible and provideyou with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely, D(‘m F I e
evanJdrmestt e S
Address_| DO %W L‘W—\Lg ATORT D
City Ostervile y Sta‘M Zip 0TS




Dear Army Corps of Engineers: <//0 :

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
| respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent:setting project.

Sincerelrz ‘/‘AGJQLE G2y D&:ﬁl ,fl Z Ot][
Print N L(SS CL— L g) A, CL&L\Y: ﬂ
paant30_ Eunera. hognu g™

City \) AZ:D , ~ State % HZ.ip 0{%7 :

e e — e —_—

Dear Army Corps of Engineers: q / /

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document. '
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely, ___J af- Date_t\ / 14/ OF
t ; e Ok WED
Print Name”_~Soxdn) CAVE L " g o)
Address_20x 36 w DS
TR

Tabs

City Gagan RAnQea ~ State p;\ Zip 2o 4]




Dear Army Corps of Engineers: y / z -

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive

4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.

I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order

for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
. and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely, m\ \Jk\&\\v Datel } 0

RECEIVED
Print Name ?m] \ \]r\‘% S\\Q. pat

Adciress_ \’\,QS\QQ\\ U? REGULALCRY FviEiy

[

H
Uy

o
[ »]
a3

Bl

city _ (\ny u&'\&c ‘State \I"\B zip Q43D

{ W INDmeLLs
J A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review tthde oz‘tasswe
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statemen %3

Dear Army Corps of Engineers:

i eriod to 180 days in
ectfully request that you extend the review perioc .
:’c:retsl?e pubﬁz to qbe as best informed as possible and -prowde you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project. , 4

W pe
Sincerely,\‘lﬂm S . ?ati;rT_L_L——

Print Name e

W |
Address PO @“’\C {7" — o ps
City M‘”\’ State %‘EG - \Zip L(7(0 ( O




Dear Army Corps of Engineers f {
A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review e massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.

I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order

for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely. gm&«ﬂ%ﬁw% Date /4 4 /OF
Print Nam@\/ WW“(‘L \{tb .
Address_} (YD OIMGSM LWL%{ 29
GWDB’@V state?“b\),“v&lh M i 9!:,55

Zip

it

Dear Army Corps of Engipeers

sive
dequately revnew {he mas
riod is unreasonable to a s
R oo, f\gzgep\ifir?cc‘l Draft Environmental Impact Statirggrgadﬁ:: nen
tllrgggeg:‘fﬁﬂy request that you extend the review period to \Y

hiful
he public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoug!
the pu
zd un‘:t)lurried input on this precedent-settmg project.

(O — | Dat [‘w(}-’/ |

‘E—(_,g \\(’ \.U
X CoRNON—
Print Name UO (O o 5

Sincerely,

M;‘;Q

ot (B A i‘;"{"é SR | |
Address A WA . @ o
Z’
City '#Q Ve (70. — :'State v ‘ -




Dear Army Corps of Engineers: q/ é

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmenia} Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Print Name

Address d} { (g’j’ Q . | -
City ., Statem Czip

Dear Army Corps of Engineers: S / ‘

A '60-day ‘review period is unreasonable to adequately review/the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
i respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project. ,

: Sincerely%zg?&"b @ 9,‘%_' Date /! [’5‘{0‘/

Print Name S tepben A1. Ooolloble  RGENED

City féac é—//d/ b State 417 Zip O/FG &

. =t

iy 25 G
Address_ 2 (oap Heal Vld. o I
crop At b




Dear Army Corps of Engineers: Q/ 5

A 60-day review period Is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
| respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed#s possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurrie ut on this preced&nt-setting project.

1

\

Sincerely, M [ ‘ ., R TR
Print Name Goewod T Solcen
Address C/VQE’\/‘;}% C\‘;"c,(‘e_, it

City Q SF\QVV \\\{' state YMA Zip DLLQ{

Dear Army Corps of Engineers: | ‘/ / q

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequatelgt rteview tth:orcr:lanis::‘ite
i tal Impact Statemen .
-page Cape Wind Draft Environmen : .
f;'g{:SeEtfﬁlly request that you extend the review peno?l to 180 de:f:h in o;iifi:
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoug!
and unhurried input on this precedent—setting project.

; Date ] /22/0%

prCEIVED

Sincerely,

-

Print Name Gﬂﬁ BARA Fa

Address_ 3 33 WOALNVT STReLT

.
IPEPITET LI
LE G ARG

= w Z
city WEnesLey State _ WA _

ey L5

ip oryzy



Dear Army Corps of Engineers: q L 0

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period te 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtfut

and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely, MQL M%J Date

o RECEIVED
Print Name _MMML:MQ Thrwant AN,
Address y W‘/b / Mcg [ e ]] .

TR Ty [uh i
WGUHATORY VIS

City NI 7 dte state/Mpsy zip A0

Dear Army Corps of Engineers: : ‘/ L /

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement do'cument.
[ respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 c.iays in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely, Q:)& gqﬂ(ﬂ‘é :u/t o s~ Date M}l—/ _Qﬁl
Print Name ‘bﬂl/l’ib ”/- &C@MN KoY 26 9
Address_ Z/%5 LOXLLINCTEN ﬂy&*” 70, &k T

City @KVF’?VILL & state MM~ zip OT6C &5




Dear Army Corps of Engineers: - - ‘/ } p

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
[ respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful

and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.
T

Sincereiy, P . .Qgt%t@é_%/ Q}/
Addressy/Jé{/Z/J"gy‘ L/W'Cp R
ey S LA gl 2y CIBST

Dear Army Corps of Engineers: 9 L

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-s

™

Sincerely, Ly iPate J[_/_LZ/_&} g
Print Name [412Y. 9% u/) (Va1 '@6" ZANEH

Address /7Z£Q /,L)}UL,’)[%LL/ %}{ﬁ,ﬂ&wuhf\i‘wﬂ PAV

City /ULL;Z(UOOOL o StateM ZiPMm




Dear Army Corps of Engineers: . q z

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the assive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
[ respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order

for the publ-ic tcf be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

\ /g
Sincerely, - Wé— % Date //1/5P7
Print Name Mql-i) Gl\'a. ¢ OL/ﬁﬂfQ ' R‘;—_ChWtU‘:

Address 4/ ;/Qéfle( O Q] KQL AL 3 -
( T 7 %‘3:,’“?}'5.,52“\{;‘51:{1 ST
City é oL e }/"/ State %4 Zip 8/

- [ —————————

e |

Dear Army Corps of Engineers: | [f z (

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
| respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely, M / Date //_/ (3204/
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: q 2_ é

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review peried to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: L/ 2_

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement documen*
| respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in ordes
for the pubiic to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project. :
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: ‘ { Zg

A 60- i 3
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers:

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the?asswe o

4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.

I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public tobe as best informed as possuble and provide you with thoughtful
‘and unhurried input on this precedent-settmg project.
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: q - 5 0

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project. '
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: (/ 5 ,

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: q 3 p

2 66:6?&31 ;e\g:w per.iod is unreas?nabie to adequately review the massive
l;esp ecptafug“y : pe \l\tllr;1d Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
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and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project. ueh

Sincerely,_% L LQ BAreto Date?” /2% o
Print Name Tf/ﬂmp J . Prusss RECEIVED
Address_ S~ Beyc MK W 77

2k
i

Ty LY A f‘_!
RART P Fi
KiY &b &

AT IR 0N TR . :":_; . R Thw
g\'f.()‘)i.n\'.k):".‘% Vi

iy CeNTELY 1Ll R
Dear Army Corps of Engineers: (/ ;

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
i respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers:

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfuily request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: q $ 5

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.

f respectfully request that you extend the review periad to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: lf 3 é

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfuily request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: 3

A '60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive

4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.

i i eriod to 180 days in order
ctfully request that you extend the review p . .
:’czf frl::publiz to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-settjng project.
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: qs g

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in ord..
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely, %MA Date /_/_/ iﬁ/ﬁ S[

- RECEIVED

Print Name

. Dear Army Corps of Engineers: (/3

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the’massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement doFument.

-1 respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 c'iays in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurrieqi input op this precedent-setting project.
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Dear Army Corps of Enginéers: ’ T y ‘ /0

A 60-day review period is Ufireasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this pre@#tient-setting project.
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- Dear Army C_qus of Engineers
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers:
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: - _ LI 53

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,00_0-’page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful

and unhurried input on :7rec -setting project.
Sincerely, OW//
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: qsq

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
| respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful

and unhurriedAfipution this precedent-setting project.
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: LI 5 5

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to ade

4,000-page Cape W . '
I respelztfully request that you extend the review pert

for the public to be as
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best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful

and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Print Name

Address

CAnA  waap) u“ ;"-J'M?jﬁ]}\ Loea ©
25 1l Dt LA Nﬁ/

z l
0 frenN] i State !V]& Zip o -1 (Y




Dear Army Corps of Engineers: Ll %
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: ‘/ 5. 7

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
1 respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the pubtic to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhutried input on this precedent-setting project.
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: q 58

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: LI b !

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
[ respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely, ;C)""' / //% Date /{_/ &/ _0;‘5‘
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: ‘-‘ 6: I

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project. |
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: N L} 63

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers:; 64

A L3 L3 L] '

A 60-d;: ;e\énew pen::od IS unreasonable to adequately review the massive

lr,eOOOs trg"y raupe Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document
pec equest that you extend the review period to 180 days in order.
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Dear Army Coitps of Engineers: L’ 65

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
| respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtfu
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: l—, Lb

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
| respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: L’ 6

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely, _ .y ) Date / /M /3-‘/ ¥
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: L’ 6 6

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project. '
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: H_l D

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.
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De"ar Army Corps of Engineers: q -1

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review tHe massive
ltl,OOO-p.age Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
respectful'ly request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project. s
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: L{—’ z

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
[ respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input gn this precedent-setting project.

et

Date M/ M

o O

=, A o .

’:h .
oo oA

Cr P
_!_' ™ pr—
[ -k -
o e

o
state WO zip (IR

Dear Army Corps of Engineers: L‘-I 3

jew the massive
i iod i nable to adequately review
R opage Cap P Draft Envi tal iImpact Statement document.

4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmen  dl to 180 days In order
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: Ll 7 L/

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the ‘massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.
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prineNarme 616y yod G ke [ey Y.

Address 3‘7 C a cer Van

City HlesT %a e dgauTlq State AMass leﬂ,_ZZ

Dear Army Corps of Engineers: 1 5
t]

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately revie e massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.
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Dear Army Corps of Engineefs: : L” b

;\ 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document
| respectfulfy request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order'
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project. s

Sincerely, MQMMQW\ Date 1l @ -0~)-7Il
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: q .17

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
| respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
‘for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
«and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: 9
A 60-day review period Is unreasonable to adequately re\ﬁzzhe massive

4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project. o

Sincerely, %Qi A A e i_/r}“;, o
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: L{—] ﬁ

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
1 respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed-as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely, j)"/%’aﬂ 6 Qp{a/%

Print Name /v Cr I&'—M )/
Address//?&’/"z}%f/ '5’—75——

City %ﬂ’%& State % Zip & ZHS 5
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: L, e ’

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental impact Statement document. -
1 respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the pubilic to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful-
and unhurried input on this prefiedent-setting project.

Sincer

Print Name A@h‘-@; p JM/
Address 5[(/ \Da/lé /%Vlf/?U‘ez

oy _Lemnts Bort _ sae 104




Dear Army Corps of Engineers: Lf g ‘L

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Envisonmental Impact Statement document.
[ respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting proj

Sincerely, W

Print Name L @ - S
7V Lgbz’ Ul f

Address g 7 N 5 Lasresc € = = -

City W StateM Zip O(Z Ei }

R R A VA Ca S
AR ke

Dear Army Corps of Engineers:

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely, 5 egen &Oéé&/c——- Date/ / //é 40 "‘/

Print Namw C~} (
‘ : SR
Address_ 7 2o fes (owe. Do

(IS

city Octer i/l e State Varle) A ZipQ3CES



Dear Army Corps of Engineers: q g

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
| respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.
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Auce H S
Print Name __ Scoft M.

Address Puoc BOX 333

City CoTuiT State MA
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Sincerely,
Print Name £/ (/! o Iid Corls =
w2
=

CEHV

Address_ /. [alo¥3 C@f:" A [ i NEJR 5‘;3
City% = G
State 27/ zi YoY% 28

Dear Army Corps of Engineers: L-{ 6 a
massive

i A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
| respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order

 for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

“ncerely, %&%/ |

Print Name [OA8 Y bj VAD & S

Address <, 3 3 S ig__&mé d’ ~S . “‘
2

ity HOUSTO A State_ | X zip 270
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: Ll qo

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately rev:ew the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document. /
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days inorder 7.
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful

and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely, Q?A"‘D-ZM—L ~£ M Date
PnntNameCar'a/lne_ 8 /Dep]me,// . 5_‘#

Address /2 -.',E : :N =
cty_Co 7%(, A StateLA— Z'pm

DEATEAERL m-mnlih”uﬁ”lllala“m’clm“uul”:“mu”m“i

Dear Army Corps of Engineers: ' qq\

Iy review the massive
iod is unreasonable to adequately
A Cape Wi nmental Impact Statement document.

4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Enviro the review period to 180 days in order

liv request that you extend
l T ESP:;tuﬁl;h)cl toge as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtfu

and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely,

Print Name&gm- gﬁoae— & ;} nr-: :}
AddressM d 7 N
Cityﬂﬁ%_—' state M. 7ip oL




Dear Army Corps of Engineers: V

A 60-day review period is unreasonable {o adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
1 respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this pgecedent-setting project.

] l,lJ
Print Name i o3¢

Addressj Z ny/ f . - C:”;
City Qé/‘ v /éz Statel?k. Zipd 2eS 5

: o 5o
Sincerely, te ﬁu‘ﬂ;ﬁ 29
i = e

Dear Army Corps of Engineers: %’b

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
1 respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Print Name

Address < Wﬂm/é .
City jg,b{]ﬂz%m/




Dear Army Corps of Engineers: L"/q% |

A 60-day review period Is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you exiend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful

and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely, %é—
U L3
print Neme _ W Mam 5 Almes

Address /35///!/1)5’9’?(5' ArC & ﬁ

el

City Sae ol e state/ M zip 2 2 74

Dear Army Corps of Engineers: qq g

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review thde mans]s;::
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmenta.l lmpacft Stater;\glzjt o:.)uorder.
1 respectfully request that you extend the Tevnew per|o<.:l to 1 . taﬁ(: hlou e
for the public to be as best informed as possible and .prowde you wi g
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely Date t_l_/zf:j _/f_‘f

Print Name O :::3 s ‘

Address Zg Z cg‘e""v"@u—\} M’VP- R ;E “; _
52458

City Ojicwnle« : State wa Zip 2



Dear Army Corps of éngineér;: - 7)’ Mf’ /&T qab

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

/ | v
SinCere]y, (@g ( W g Date ML_QE

Print Name _ CAATEAL - TAlLppr) :3 & L
L L [
Address, /7 ﬁ?ﬁ&wo@) 2£ o o

City AMdover State _MA_ Zip 0360

30 November 2004 6 65
Dear Ms. Adams:

We are writing to encourage the U.S. Army Corps of Engmeers to require that “Cape
Wind” follow the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service’s bird research protocol and take necessary
steps to minimize harm to birds, bats and marine maminals.

We are very much supportive of alternative forms of energy but we do not want these
alternatives 10 be instituted without proper resear 1 into any and all detrimental effects
When problems start (o arise, we need to stop and address them before going further
Thousands of birds and bats have alrcady been killed by wind turbines. The
recommendation of the USFWS that the developer conduct three vears of comprehensive
studies to determine if the location is suitable is a reasonable recommendation and we hope
you will support these studies. We are avid bird watchers and do not want to see the future
of our birds, bats and marine life endangered by a hasty decision. We are entering a new
industry and we need to take time to study the negative effects and address them now before

any more damage 15 done.

Again, we encourage the 1.8 Army Corps of Engineers to require that “Cape Wind”
adhere to the USFWS's bird research protoco! and take all necessary steps to minimize harm
to birds, bats and marine mammals Thank you for your time and consideration. Sinw,
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A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
| respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely, MV
7/

Print Name . Aatrqp Sotc 2a

Address b Marre Avun 7?4;»

city_Sentfepun/ /e State/I’f A zip 5_’

~ Dear Army Corps of Engineers:

., Dear Army Corps of Engineers: S B :}—

R

A 60-day review period is unreascnable to adequately review the massive

4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possibie and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Slncerely,uw M X UY\JY\n.adq Datg —l.l-/ __9/ G4
print Name _ A \Y exa N\, \fw\\qer\-\g 3

..1.! -
ey 7
Led -

Address_ 5 & gcs-i be‘r‘ri \,\/&_\; = ?
cty_ OsYervaNe State N)A zip OGS o0F¥eSST
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- Dear Army Corps 6f | ngineer,smm "t ]aa&

Bl chuell 11 pedqey £ c] £ Do et |
A 60-day review period Is unreasonXIg'i% to am‘xf rev he 2'551 ¢
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
| respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order

for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input pn this precedent-setting project.

That | Margepertive | g Mo TogA wax NNMW% Ve |l
“' X c
o

A Date_Il / &

Print Name

Fol Torees Foued ) 7 praThoriand Btz oo
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers:

000 . Ca i . ironmental

_page Cape Wind Draft Environmenta . ument
?;'es elsz;sjllj} relzluest that you extend the review penoc.i to 189 d:l::h ;rL (g)html
for tt?e public to be as best informed as possible and provide youwl

and unhutried input on this precedent-setting project.
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers:- 5 q 0

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely, (%z' éﬂlﬁw Date /! J iZ_/ _(%5/
Print Name (A//.ré Qd)m,(/ sy

Lot S B

gdoem i
Address ({F M ?“arﬂﬂlﬂ-@ﬂo 51 EL {" 7 Lf

SR
cty @I state MA 7ip O2603(

S | | 5_0] l

Dear Army Corps of Engineers:

unreasonable to adequately review the massive
ft Environmental Impact Statement document.
xtend the review period to 180 days in order
ed as possible and provide you with thoughtful

A 60-day review period is
4,000-page Cape Wind Dra
| respectfully request that you e

for the public to be as best inform : |
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely, M ‘E ’ \“‘b"\ A\ .ate -L,{—-/ —I—EU H

— Qo
Print Name R()Qu/ C B Madnd

Address !”Fg' 6"7)\/\(2/(/\01/6@, Qr::pm g,; !“»
Cskevirlo,  sue MR zip OB TS

City
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A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement ddéﬁ.lment.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days Ain order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide y:ép w‘fﬂ’l th%i:ughtful
A I

and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project. TR
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers:
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: qu

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informedias possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Qe Wi, eed b5

Sincerely, C’ar { M ' N’h‘(d’e\'— Date —l-!.@l—é'y—oﬁ'
* Print Name Carl M f{j -
{

Address__S North nf i/ b Sf- - & M
City Nawtueket state ™A zp 0’2-?541 |
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A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Dear Army Corps of Engineers:

Sincerely, g\ VEIIA k’\q A\ (/\U\Q Da'éS‘/ ﬁ

AR

Print Name S‘PKA/H HMM@()*

Address z/}‘} %/\Q/[/\d/ €L M
City éWUl‘kﬁ lState H‘A Zipm

RECEIVE]

Dear Army Corps of Engineerse

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely, & al

Print Name _E4 W1 : %fé"'éohgrt_ f@ oo
Z e

Address_ 11\ oxFokd 1 &) = &
SR

‘t.:oa:fg

City .V\ELHLtJOm State & Zip
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A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely, Soon Crou ‘lel

Print Name __$0A4)  CA QW LE]
Address 'S OLD  WaSrar) =D 3
City WAYLAN D StateMA.  zip_© 1-':778/

Dear Army Corps of Engineers:

. Dear Army Corps of Engineers:

A 60-day review period is unreasonable.to adequately review the massive

- Wind Draft Environmental impact Staterhent documen
ey oo period to 180 days ingrder

| respectfuily request that you extend the review : .
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provid u with lt;iou‘géztfula
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project. € ThHE SooN
#ALL THE TIME- . PL:ZZZL THE DU, .
Sincerely, M ,;/ / Date ,:;/ 3' ﬁ
Print Name David J. RLIHY = -
] 13
padress___ 240 TAugLeweoD DRwe = & =

state MA  zip 02655

city OSTERVILLE




Dear Army Corps of Engineers: 6 qg

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
| respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely, QQQK \@W\\ 0\ iQJ\\D\ ‘Q/r N Date 2] ,Q f( ):{
Print Name COU}\@}A G (\\ﬁj&_) ~ o

le HENGUMAN 32 z ., =
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: |
adequately review the massive
act Statement document.
riod to 180 days in order
ide you with thoughtful
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers:

A 60-day review period is unreasonabie to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
| respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely,

Print Name 7 ELLs

Addressww 1
Gty AUMIRET _____ swe A zp O255Y

bEC

Dear Army Corps of Engineers: ‘ U 0 ‘

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-settmg project.

SmcerelyM % %ﬂ—/

Print Name /:/‘)bc[i 4, MC/V)? &
Address_ L R & C’az"g‘z‘j‘ EB‘; Dy
City gﬁf({l ’f— = State___% ¢

--»...q ......
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A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
| respectfuily request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Dear Army Corps of Engineers:

2 o

Lz

Sincerely, —NEF7 +6 R AE"’O  Date

[

Print Name '6% f};} ™
Address & 9 Preospmer 57 . = o

City ALBATOHEET . State M A Zip 02&55""]



Dea.r Army Corps of Engineers: - 5‘-*% B

A 60-day review period is unreasonable
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environme

é . Lﬁbﬂ

Sincerely,
Print Name __ S brpr ' & E
] £ gels oo
Address a?’ S / EwiS ?cwo /ZO Ny . “i
Gty  Cptuit B
: __ State /A Zip 02635

Dear Army Corps of Engineers:

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
| respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

. XD
;e . B2
Sincerely, . ) Date Fr1z oy
S
Print Name _(4J ; \ “-“ W G ik A 2 omo=
Address_ 275  Ocrenn St

City Yann' S State Y& zip OXGof



Dear Army Corps of Engineers: 5 I’\ 5

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informexd as possibie and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

‘d—_—-——-&u—h-’
Sincerely, __ #—.

Print Name _ 1 sa 'l CDa s :‘

Address_ ™ i 41% [A s ;‘;

City @‘D‘LUL'L stateMA  Zip_ DAL
Dear Army Corps of Engineers: 5 q U

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days In order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely, <309 Quy SO IO rsrandds vate 11128104
Print Name % @ g -
— 48 Fayerweather Street

Address

N e
CRIVED

Lambridge, MA 02138 _
City State Zip_ e
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A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
| respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried inpt},on this precedent-setting project.

el
Print Name A( JS“u‘ ]é'gn Nr_’ﬂ,kﬂ = e %
!

Lo o

Dear Army Corps of Engineers:

Sincerely,

L e

! [ o ot o

Address ¢ =,
P——— -_‘

City /s State ¥/ Zip O/?eﬁ/

Dear Army Corps of Engineers:

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review tr:;e massel:te
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft F_nvironmenta'l lmpac't Statemer;c o.cu?rder.
| respectfully request that you extend the review penoq to 180 ag/:; hm e
for the public to be as best informed as possible and 'prowde you with thoug
and unhurried Input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely, f o247 5 ;‘Mm st

Print Name

nadress_ Y [ bt -
o BB g H1LLS s ML o fdFOT




Dear Army Corps of Engineers: 5 L‘!o'

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
1 respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order

, for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
+and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely, / W
-/

?rint Name A;M THO ;Z &Q:UERI\)D
Address 1o MA U\) S’r

ity  CoOTwiT State MA Zip 02635
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers:
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: 55 ‘

;‘\ 060%-day review period is unreasonable
) -Page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Im
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers:

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project. o

¢ o ix
,iJ gnd
Sincerely, A’V Date iy
=k [ C
\J: -

7
/ -
Print Name \/dtji/ Jé é’m&é;z, d ';;g _1

&

Address___ 27 %/MJ /,ﬁ/é" &
City MM ' state S~ zip 2S5
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers:

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental lmpac‘t Statement do_cument.
| respectfully request that you extend the review peno<.:| to 180 t..iays in order
for the public to be as best informed as possib!e_gnd provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input 6rythis precedent-setting project.

odge. (1) 24 0¥

§
ok o] <’

Sincerely, __
printName _SHEiA A Luc A
Address. 20 Vesfee Lo u{m Al = Eﬁ
City M"}Wﬂ@trﬂ State M Zip 02554

Dear Army Corps of Engineers: 6 S"{

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely, VMW j d M% D% f? f: 42‘?{0 4’
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers:

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: o 5 5

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental_ Impact Statement doc.ument.
1 respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order

for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this preaedent-setting project.
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: - 65}

2 déé)(;—day re\gew pel:iod is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
: , page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.

respectful!y request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project. s
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: 6 5 8

A GO-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
| respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely, M W D
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City A a ot'son cie (- 7p 5644E3
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A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days. in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with ;[-‘noughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project. & & s
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers:
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: | 6 v l

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order-
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
i cedentsetting project. ‘
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: 5 L’ 2‘
A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: 5 u3

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
| respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful

and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers:

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: 5 Lc5

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.

I _respectful'ly request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as bestinformed as possible and provide you with thoughtful

and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project. e
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: 6
A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
| respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project. i
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: 6 u }

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfuily request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful

and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project. -
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Sincerely, @ fi _@/’jé/ _é_y
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: 5 (.18

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
| respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful

~and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.
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Dear Army Cofps of Engineers: o | 5 L‘ q

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project. k o
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Mary Ann Tartella
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Alexis Burns
87 Chuckles Way
Marstons Mills, MA 02648

November 24, 2004

I would like to register my objection to the Army Corps of Engineers' review of Cape
Wind Associate, LLC's, proposal to industrialize 24 square miles of Nantucket Sound.

The massive project Cape Wind proposes is the first offshore wind energy project this
country has faced. Currently, there are no federal laws that authorize the occupation of
outer continental shelf lands by private developers or that regulate how and where such
development is appropnate.

The federal government must first establish guidelines for the review of proposals such as
Cape Wind's before any more development takes place. We must develop sensible
standards that enable the appropriate federal agency to weigh the benefits of a proposed
project against its costs, which potentially include harmful environmental impacts,
negative effects on the affected region's economy and degradation of an area's aesthetic
values,

These public resources belong to all of us, and it is imperative that sensibie laws be
passed before any projects are approved. Wealthy private developers should not
determine how or where the outer continental shelf will be developed. Without an
established process by which the Army Corps of Engineers, or any other federal agency,
can objectively and competently review these proposals, any consideration of Cape
Wind's proposed wind plant should cease.

Thank you for your consideration of this issue.
Sincerely,

Alexis Burns
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STIGMATINE FATHERS AND BROTHERS
Office of the Provincial

554 LEXINGTON STREET
WALTHAM, MASSACHUSETTS 02452-3097
Tel: (781) 209-3100 Fax: (781) 894.9785

Veery Rev. Gregory J. Hoppough, C.S.S,, S.T.D.

Provincial Superior

Army Corps Of Engineers
696 Virginia Rd.
Concord, MA 01742
Attn: Karen K. Adams

Re: Wind Farm Project — Nantucket Sound

Dear Ms. Adams: i

I am writing on behalf of the Trustees of the Stigmatine Fathers, Inc., a
Massachusetts religious non-profit corporation (the “Stigmatine Fathers”) to voice our
opposition to the proposed wind farm being discussed for Nantucket Sound.

We have read and are informed about the stated benefits of the proposed wind farm
project, including those contained in your recent Draft Environmental Impact Staternent.
However, we oppose the proposed wind power plant in Nantucket Sound due to likely
adverse economic and environmental impacts, as well as the lack of an appropriate
review and permitting process.

The Stigmatine Fathers own a residence in Yarmouthport, Massachusetts that we
utilize year-round. Our home serves as a vacation home for our retired priests and as a
spiritual retreat for the priests of our Order. We have maintained our property for this use
precisely because of the natural and serene beauty of the area, particularly our view of
Nantucket Sound. The proposed wind plant is to consist of 130 wind turbines, each 417
feet tall. Each turbine will have four flashing lights, for a total of 520 flashing red and
amber lights, and the corners of the complex will be marked with fog horns. This will
cause visual, noise and light pollution to an area that today stands as one of the world’s
most beautiful and pristine seascapes.

The proposed power plant represents a taking of 24 square miles of pristine public
lands by a private for-profit venture, with no discussion or permission from the state and
federal agencies that are supposed to serve as the guardians of our public lands. Governor
Romney has said the wind farm should not be built on a “national treasure™ like
Nantucket Sound. The waters off the coast of Cape Cod should not be given over to
private industry without weighing the costs to the public. Nantucket Sound belongs to the
people who live there and work there and vacation and play there.



The project will likely cause significant economic losses to the local economy in
business, taxes, and property values for Cape Cod, Nantucket and Martha’s Vineyard.
The project will negatively impact the influx of tourists who come to this area to seek out
the natural beauty of the area. The proposed wind plant will pose a safety hazard to the
thousands of recreational boaters and commercial fishermen that use Nantucket Sound
for leisure or their livelihood. The eyesore of 130 spinning turbines will become the most
recognized symbol of Cape Cod for generations to come.

Nantucket Sound is also a valuable ecological resource area that is the home to
many varieties of birds, fish and other marine life. A wind plant in the midst of this
sensitive ecosystem could degrade or destroy vital habitat for these creatures.

I hope due consideration will be given to the points raised by this letter. I also wish
to request that the Army Corps of Engineers immediately extend the public comment
period on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the proposed Cape Wind project
to 180 days. Any shorter time period is insufficient to allow the public ample opportunity
to provide its input on such an important document that relates to such a significant and
controversial project.

Very truly vours,

Gregory Hoppough, C.S.S.

Provincial Superior
Trustees of the Stigmatine Fathers, Inc.
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Attorneys at Law

Linda T. Pirolli 109 W. Broad Street
Certified Mediator Bridgeton, New lersey 08302

Telephone: (856) 453-1942
Michael A. Pirolli

17 South High Street
Millville, New Jersey 08332
Telephone: (856) 825-7200

Please reply to: L] ridgeton
November 24, 2004 y/:amville

Ms. Karen Adams

United States Army Core of Engineers
New England District

696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01724-2751

Re: Cape Wind
Dear Officer Adams:

This letter 1s to request that the Corps of Engineers require that the “Cape Wind”
project follow the United State Fish and Wildlife Services Bird-Research protocol and
take steps in the development of the project to minimize harm to birds, bats and marine
mammals.

This project 1s a wonderful idea and the US Army Corps of Engineers has a
magnificent opportunity to set standards for efficient and humane project management
that the rest of the world can follow. Please take steps to assure that you meet the
challenge.

Thank you for your consideration of this ietter.

Very truly yours,

A TP

LINDA T. PIROLLI
LTP/cr -
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Charles R. Lowell
323 Garfield Road
Concord, Mass. 01742
978-369-1157

Ms. Karen Adams 11/30/04
Armmy Corps of Engineers

696 Virginia Road

Concord, Ma. 01742

Dear Ms. Adams:

I am opposed to the proposed Cape Wind Project in Nantucket Sound. Although I
support wind generation as a concept, I find it difficult to believe that Horseshoe
Shoal is the best and only location that meets the requirements for wind generation.

I agree with arguments in a piece by Katharine Q. Seelye that appeared in The New
York Times, June 5 2003 Windmills Sow Dissent for Environmentalists . Robert F.
Kennedy is quoted as follows:

"There are appropriate places for everything,” he said in a telephone
interview. "You would not want a wind farm in Yosemite, and you
wouldn't want one in Central Park." Mr. Kennedy added: "I love wind
energy, but let's develop some rules about how you divide up the commons.
You're essentially giving the commons over to a profit-making enterprise.”

I am also concerned that the project doesn’t make financial sense without government
subsidies. Quoting from the same article:

“The main subsidy is the federal tax credit, which is set to expire at the end
of the year but is likely to be renewed by Congress. The credit allows
windmill companies to deduct 1.8 cents from their tax liability for every
kilowatt hour they produce for 10 years. The savings are huge.”

I think other sites should be explored, and I would think a site like Otis Airforce Base
on the Cape would make much more sense both environmentally and economically.

Sincerely,
o

Fladorfwdle "

Charles Lowell
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Carof Frith
2763 Coleman Way
Sacramento, CA 9§818-4430
carglgmail(@aol.com

Karen Adams

U.8. Army Corps of Engineers
New England District

696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742-2751

Dear Karen Adams,

T am writing to encourage you to require that “Cape Wind” follow the USFWS’s bird-research
protocol and do whatever is necessary to minimize harm to birds, bats and marine mammals.

Thank you so much.

Sincerely,
7
Cad YA

Carol Frith

580



581
Donald H. Leber///%1 %ﬂ by
i basar e s
M A e - Sulin
W lage Yo Yy Ui %i@,
M SO — L2 T / K&f ‘
J fﬂ% - /(/wc//%» UL 5&’@2
Abbein? T wesdlocoof gkt
44/@@@#/74&7)‘ '

Vs Vi Jor J e

/S / SO e T

Tk e




582

Edmund T. Welch
22 Azarian Road ~ Salem, NH 03079
Phone/Fax: 603 893 4536 ~ Email: wauwinet 2000@vahoo.com

Karen Adams, Project Manager
Regulatory Division

ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742

Date ///Z ?;A Y

Dear Ms. Adams,

Please immediately extend the public comment period on the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement for the proposed Cape Wind project to 180 days. Any shorter time
period is entirely insufficient to allow the public ample opportunity to provide input on
such a lengthy and important document on a complex and controversial project.

Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter.

Sincerely,

K&WM/V;/&




N s e e e -

5%3

Cape Wind Proposes Big Dig in Horseshoe Shoal

We are fortunate as residents of Massachusetts to have the benefit of a short
drive to Cape Cod. This scenic destination point offers beautiful beaches, and

the horizon exceeds the expectation created by brochures and buzz words
including water and views.

Cape Wind proposes that the views change, and that we pioneer alternative energy
in the form of wind towers in Nantucket Sound. While alternative energy sources
merit our attention, the location of this new resocurce and this new technology
deserves scrutiny.

The magnitude and pitfalls of this project are in many ways comparable to the
Big Dig.

The Big Dig involwves 30 square miles in Boston.

Cape Wind's propesal invelves 28 square miles within Nantucket Sound.

The Big Dig tunnel is underneath water, and within inches of an MBTA Red Line.
Cape Wind plans for Nantucket Socund include 130 windmills; each 425 ft. tall;
within inches of Avian and marine life, with socioeconomic, navigational, and
aviation impact expected.

The Big Dig is the largest construction project in history.

The Cape Wind proposed project is BAmerica’s First Offshore Wind Farm.

The Big Dig is under the jurisdiction of the Federal Highway Administration.

Cape Wind is in the permitting process lead by the US Army Corps of Engineers
and 16 other Federal and State agencies.

The Big Dig construction project represents 12 billion dollars in cost overruns.

The Horns Rev Wind farm in Denmark has 80 two megawatt turbines that have been
returned to shore from the North Sea for repairs.

The Big Dig tunnels leak.

Cape Wind's proposal failed The Beacon Hill Institute Study, cost v. benefits
test.

The otherwise pristine waters of the Cape are in peril should we allow the
private developer, Cape Wind, to expleoit the gaps in current ocean management
policies. Some would say that exploitation is a buzz word that applies to the
Big Dig. Cape Wind is propeosing ancther Big Dig in Horseshoe Shoal.

Senater Robert O’ Leary of the Cape and Island’s District, who is the current
Chairman of the Joint Committee on Energy, has requested that The Army Corps of
Engineers extend the pericd for public comment on Cape Wind’'s wind tower
proposal.

Barbara Durkin [?
48 Moore Lane ) Lo f}ﬁ#éu

I Sy o IO £ AT s
Northboro, MA 01532 Telephone (508) 393-1715 \/} S “’M :
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Adams, Karen K NAE

Page 1 of 2

From: Doug Selsam [dougselsam@adelphia.net]
Sent:  Wednesday, December 01, 2004 2:03 PM
To: Energy, Wind

Cc: info@capewind.org

Subject: | have the answer

FINEINEFCON I T TCON S

2800 P
Fullert:
714-99;
Doug

The answer for offshore,

No rigid foundation needed.

No gearbox.

No crane needed for deployment.

No yaw control,

No rigid tower.

All the power using half the components.

Total moving parts: 1

Development funded by the California Energy Commission
Patented in the U.S. and patents pending in the U.S. and worldwide.

http://'www.selsam.com

12/1/2004
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Thanks,

Sincerely,

Doug Selsam

Selsam Innovations

2600 Porter Ave. Unit B
Fullerton, CA 92833
http:/fwww.selsam.com
http./fwww . superturbine.net

12/1/2004

Page 2 of 2



. .Dear Army Corps of Enginesr_g,:,

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive

" 4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.

Oth

I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Smcerely,& )MWL’ %;/""’b Dact’ge [k’:.‘jalﬁgy

Print Name/{ 'JJ ﬂ % ~ME E . 22 22471 S ?ﬁ] -

dd ey ::;
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: sacrificed for MINIMAL benefit

to the public for maximum benefit to developers.
A 60-dayTevnew period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Jmpact Statement document.
1 respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with th0ughtful

and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project. e 5‘{
o Lo
~ ., ) . ‘ -/ = (“
Sincerely, ) %—Q’Z{{’/A&é{f #C~ _ Da% 1171287  0ob
i e b
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Print Name Alfred and Kathleen Souza =5

Address 6_2_8 Belmont St. Manchester N, H. 03104
and 13 Back Street, Nantg;(cfetj\ MA 02554
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eed to review the document thorough]y, from the
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,A on sea and air. This ocean should not be



Dear Army Corps of Engineers: | o '_l q q

2\ g(%d;:gvree‘gew R;rio;l g unreasonable to adequately review the massive
L000- ape Wind Draft Environmental Impact State
I respectfully request that P rod to 150 cays i orde
you extend the review period i
o . that: period to 180 days in orde
r the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you witl?thoughtfu:

Print Name
Addressfi { Qz ( NCE é /

| City mﬁ!\’)( VCKQZ -~ state A ﬂ Zip é ﬁ:gs'tf

Dear‘A'rmy Corpér of Engineers: " . 5 0 0

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
| respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.
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A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
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From: Bill Cantor [bill@mattawhatzit.com]

Sent: Wednesday, December 01, 2004 6:27 AM
To: Energy, Wind

Subject: Nantucket Sound wind farm

Please register a boaters vote AGAINST the wind farm.

There is nothing in this for those of us who ive near, look out over the sound or sail its waters,
1) The wind farm is a private enterprise trying to get use of a public resource for nothing and
giving back no benefit to the area residents.

If they told us we'd get free electricity, that might be one thing, but they get all the benefit.

2) Those of us who sail these waters know that very often there is little to No wind at night.
Their business plan is based on inaccurate wind production numbers.

3) if it is allowed to be built, they should be required to poset a PERFORMANCE BOND that
would pay for the removal of their equipment.

Vote me AGAINST the Wind Farm.

Capt. William Cantor
33 Main St.
Mattapoisett, MA 02739

12/1/2004
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From: Lucy Edwards [Icedwards@metrocast.net]
Sent: Wednesday, December 01, 2004 7:11 AM
To: Energy, Wind

Subject: Wind farms

As a member of the Northwood NH Board of Selectmen | have recently
heard of a proposal to consider wind generators on the top of the small
mountain that rises substantially above our town. While it is only

1100 feet at its peak, it stands well above the surrounds and has
almost constant wind in any weather. | live on the side of this
mountain. So | can speak both as a town resident and a town official
(although not speaking for the board as a whole) to say that | would
support wind turbines in my town. Any renewable source of energy would
be most welcome.

Therefore | can support the wind turbines proposed off Cape Cod. We
are in dire need of making a start on reducing our dependence on fossil
fuels. To balance the small environmental costs of the wind turbines
against the costs of global warming is, for me, a non-brainer.

Thank you,

Lucy C. Edwards

177 Old Mountain Rd.
Northwood, NH 03261
603-942-7241
Lecedwards@metrocast.net
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From: Jack Jackson [Jack@On-Message.com]
Sent:  Wednesday, December 01, 2004 8.08 AM
To: Energy, Wind

Subject: Support for the Cape Wind Project

To Whom [t May Concern:

I am writing to register my strong support for moving forward with the Cape Wind
project. Although I'm pleased the Army Corps of Engineers' recent study reaffirms
earlier research showing the project represents a net positive to our region, I'm keenly
aware of some parties’ continued resistance to the wind farm and wish to counter their
objections.

Extensive data on meteorologic and oceanographic effects, as well as regional
economic benefits, all point to compelling reasons for proceeding with the Cape Wind
program. Just as many people who called Massachusetts home during Colonial times
assumed leadership roles in the American revolution, we have the opportunity to break
new ground for our country today in being among the first to commit to energy-
independence and environmentally-sound actions.

I appreciate the opportunity to make my voice heard.
Sincerely,
Jacob Jackson

48 Canavan Circle
Needham, MA 02492

12/1/2004
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From; Lisa Forte Doyle [LForteDoyle@Chatham.k12.ma.us]
Sent: Wednesday, December 01, 2004 9:22 AM

To: Energy, Wind

Subject: wind farm in Nantucket Sound

To Whom it May Concern at the Army Corps of Engineers,

[ am a resident of Brewster, Mass and teach at Chatham High School in nearby Chatham. | am
fully supportive of the wind farm proposal in Nantucket Sound. | have traveled to Denmark
several times as | have a good friend in Copenhagen. My family has always loved the Danish
windmills; they are so lithe and graceful looking. Our country desperately needs to strengthen
our renewable energy availability and use. Please don't let the rich few dominate the needs of
the rest of us. Let us be the first in our country to try this technology.

Thank you,

Lisa Forte Doyle
651 Harwich Road
Brewster, MA 02631

12/1/2004

-
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From: stevesfishing@adelphia.net

Sent: Wednesday, December 01, 2004 9:57 AM
To: Energy, Wind

Subject: In Favor of the Wind Farms

I would like to take the opportunity to state that as a resident of Cape Cod | am in favor of the Wind Farm Project. With
everything over the Bridges being more expensive and the State being willing to add to our congestion via the Sagamore
Fiyover, | cannot see why so many insignificant obstacles are being thrown in the face of a project that seems to possess
nothing but positives for a new source of energy from a cost and inexhaustible source point of view. The positive what if's
far out weigh the negative what if's.

| have seen the proposed models, and the impact, on the folks with the million dollar views and they are insignificant
considering the normal fog and haze that cover the area. | could be a little more sympathetic if these same folks did not
seem s0 closely linked to the vanishing access that Cape Codders have seen over the last 25 years to our shoreline. Most
of whom only inhabit our beautiful part of the world when the climate is perfect 6 to 8 weeks a year. The rest of us work to
pay the bills and have a genuine stake in the long term on Cape Cod.

From and ecological and international political point of view | would prefer to see increased domestic sources like the wind
farm as opposed to reliance on countries that hold us hostage to their oil supplies. Not to mention if the wind farms
decrease the risk of future oil spills around Cape Cod and our valuable Ocean resources by the smallest amount that has
to be a huge plus.

Lastly | had heard that the wind farm placement would disrupt some commercial fishing. Having fished most of the cape
for 30 plus years this location would be one of the last on my list of hot spots. | can't believe anyone is making a living
fishing the proposed site. | have however had tremendous success fishing in the Gulf of Mexico around the Oil Rigs. it
seems to me the Wind Farm would have a positive impact on the fishing in the area providing shelter for bait fish and the
ability for the sea bed {mostly barren) to flourish.

| would like to close by saying it seems more good can come from such a project and that much of the opposition in my
opinion is political and hyped up in nature.

The Cape is in many ways a shinning example of how things can be. Why not make the Cape a symbol and success story
of the cleanest most acesseable, abundant, and reliable source of renewable energy.

Yours
Steve Hamilton
Bourne, MA

Steve Hamilton
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From: Rob Reynolds [robtgb@cape.com]

Sent: Wednesday, December 01, 2004 10:01 AM
To: Energy, Wind

Subject: Natucket Sound

Karen Hughes,

This is an {extremely) negative response o approving the permit to Cape
Wind. The largest wind plant in the world just offshore Cape Cod?
You've got to be kidding. You (persennally) can't ruin that vista for

the rest of us.

It would be much more effective to reduce air pollutoin by enforcing the
rufes we had regarding fossil plant (Canal Electric).

You should feel incredibly guilty if your group approves it.

Rob Reynolds

54 Wigeon Rd.

Falmouth, MA 02540
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From: Skpabc@aol.com

Sent:  Wednesday, December 01, 2004 10:03 AM
To: Energy, Wind

Subject: Cape Wind

No solution is perfect, but we've simply got to try new pragrams to develop sustainable energy.
Please give this one a shot!

Thanks,

S. Prince
Westport, CT

12/1/2004
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From: Deb Bruss [dbruss@mcttelecom.com]
Sent:  Wednesday, December 01, 2004 10:02 AM
To: Energy, Wind

Subject: Cape Wind Project

Dear USACE:

Please make the Cape Wind Project known to the rest of the country. It's success will affect
more than just the residents of Cape Cod. The rest of our nation needs to know that there are
alternatives to our oil driven economy and foreign policy. Windmills and all their drawbacks are
a far site better than melted polar glacial water drowning cities such as New York and Miami.
Thank you.

Sincerely,

Deborah Bruss
369 Center Rd
Bradford NH 03221

12/1/2004
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From: Don Hayward [anonymous8403@yahoo.com]
Sent: Wednesday, December 01, 2004 10:28 AM
To: Energy, Wind

Subject: Wind Farm Location

Karen Adams
Army Corps of Engineers

Dear Ms. Adams:

As a founding member of Clean Power Now,
congratulations on the production of a very
comprehensive document in the D.E.L.S.

My bias is obvious by my membership in CPN but |
recognize the opposition leadership as people with
their own visual impact concerns and/er the oil
interests using the visual impact as a smoke screen.

Also as a Bourne resident having a Grandfather who
worked on both bridges over the Canal, | am sure that
there were concerns over the visual impact of those
structures and of the Canal project as a whole.

The detractors of the Army Corps have forgotten
the successes of the Manhattan Project and many others
that were cutting edge technology at the time.

| support your political Independence and science
based philosophy in this report and as an independent
agency of Government.

Don C. Hayward

PO Box 1005

Monument Beach, Ma. 02553
508-755-8974

Do you Yahoo!?
Yahoo! Mail - You care about security. So do we.
http://promotions.yahoo.com/new_mail
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From: Melissa Chappell Burns [mburns@brynmawr.edu]
Sent: Wednesday, December 01, 2004 11:12 AM
To: Energy, Wind

My name is Melissa Burns and | live at 326 W. Durham St., Phila., PA 19119,

I've been following with interest the development of Cape Wind. | believe
that alternative energy is the only way forward for a viable future and
that we're lucky to have the resource of wind in abundance.

I've listened to the arguments against Cape Wind's proposal to harness wind
for energy and | don't think they're legitimate. Aesthetics are not a
substantive concern given all we've got to lose by not supporting

alternative energy. | understand that your report put to rest a number of
ill-founded fears, except for the concern that birds would die by flying

into the turbines.

It's a shame about the birds, but birds die all the time flying into
windowpanes, getting hit by cars, etc., and we don't let those untimely

avian demises get in the way of our going forth. | would hate to think that

a clean-energy future won't happen because we are overly concerned about
birds and not concerned enough about people.

Thank you for taking the time to read my comments.

Melissa Chappell Burns

Director, Prospect Research and Management
Bryn Mawr College

610.526.5128 P

610.526.7378 F

mhurns@hbrynmawr.edu
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From: Kris Kinsley [kriskins@comcast. net]

Sent: Wednesday, December 01, 2004 12:22 PM
To: Energy, Wind

Subject: Cape Wind comments

To Whom it may concern:

I wanted to submit comments from my husband, Pat Weodley Hancock, and
myself, Kris Kinsley Hancock regarding the proposal for the Cape Wind
Farm project as we will not be able to attend the Dec. 8th meeting on
Nantucket.

| have been coming to Nantucket since the 60's, moving here year-round
in the 80's; Pat has lived here year-round since the 70's. We're very
concerned about this wind farm proposal for many reasons.

Fog and travel:

Pat, having piloted aircraft to and from the island as a private,
recreational pilot is very aware of the challenging air traffic

conditions for aircraft that may emerge from these wind towers. The fog
out here can be intense and dense; sometimes aircraft get out of flight
paths unknowingly. Having so many towers close to where planes may fly
at low altitudes is not wise. The same is true for birds. There are so

many migratory birds that fly this way that could potentially be harmed

by the towers. The ships that travel in this area could also have their
safety compromised in such weather conditions.

Rough weather and stability:

Assuming the towers are built in a way that they can withstand the
rough weather out here, there is still the possibility that they cannct
withstand the changes that could compromise their stability. For years,
people have tried to build up the shoreline and put various man-made
structures in place to protect the land and their homes. The ocean
shifts, currents change and stability of structures is undermined.
Shoals move. Ice has built up in the bay during the past two
winters--ice floes can be very powerfu! in moving items anchored in
oceans. Wind towers built in such conditions are subject to having
their stability undermined. They could then topple in the ocean and
become very disruptive to ocean travelers, man and sea creature alike.
Removal would likely be very expensive and time-consuming.

Aasthetics and noise;

Having recently traveled to Sweden, where wind towers of various sizes
already exist, we have seen how they disrupt the land/seascape. Flying
over Denmark and Sweden, it was amazing how the wind towers stood out
in terms of height and sight as we flew over them even at 30,000 feet.

The wind towers that were on land were noisy as well--we'd drive by an
area of wind towers and be able to hear them with the car windows up.
Interestingly, we did not see many birds around areas where groups of
wind towers stood, although they were present in other areas.

Preservation;

The Cape and Islands are special and are visited/inhabited by

historians, artists and nature lovers (as well as other types of

pecple). There is a reason this area is attractive to such people. The
landscape is unique and the views are awe-inspiring. Having huge wind
towers changing so much of the vista would not be welcome by many who
appreciate these aspects of life out here.



Cost vs. advantages:

Yes, alternative energy sources are a good idea. Yes, there are times
when change is warranted. Thinking carefully about the placement of
major structures and the lives, human and animal, that could be

affected is very important when considering implementing major changes
to an environment. What are the benefits vs. the costs, both

financially and in terms of quality of life that may result? We have

heard that if the towers are constructed, we, as Nantucket dwellers,

will benefit very little financially and lose out significantly in the

quality of life category.

Questions:

Can the wind towers he located elsewhere? Land would seem more
appropriate than out in the ever-changing sea.

Who is the power for?

Should a private company be given land to make so many changes to so
many lives--whose land (sea) is it to give?

Does the proposition make sense financially and environmentally?
Who/what will be negatively impacted? Will compensation be granted?
Will legal battles ensue? What repercussions may occur?

How thoroughly have planning studies been done taking into account the
many variables and a realistic picture of the effects of weather?

Who will maintain the towers and how will that affect the financial

viability of them?

If the project goes through and then is deemed a failure, who will be
accountable for removal of the towers?

| would hope that very careful consideration to these and other issues
regarding the wind towers are carefully considered prior to permission
being given for their construction. Pat and | would like our opinions
regarding this issue to be shared with those who are making decisions
regarding this project. Given what we understand about this proposal,
we genuinely hope that it does not oceur.

Thank you for your time,
Kris Kinsley Hancock and Pat Woodley Hancock

21 Skyline Drive
Nantucket, MA 02554
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From: Harriet Tower [harltower@msn.com)
Sent: Wednesday, December 01, 2004 12:36 PM

To: Energy, Wind

We own a cottage on the Vineyard Sound in Falmouth. We are supportive of clean
energy and less dependency of fossil fuels which pollute the environment and
which have polluted our politics and made us vulnerable to other nations. Please
allow this wind farm to generate the energy of the next century. Harriet Lane

Tower

12/1/2004
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From: David Arfa and Kim Erslev [erslarfa@valinet.com]
Sent: Wednesday, December 01, 2004 12:26 PM

To: Energy, Wind

Subject: cape wind

I am writing in support of the Cape Wind Project. 1 visited Denmark in 1999 and my breath was taken
away by the awesome beauty of their windmills- on the water and inland. They are inspiring, quiet and
providing clean energy to Denmark. 1 wholeheartedly support them on the Cape. 1 think everyone will
find, as they did in Denmark, that their elegance draws people from all over the world, and that their
energy is enjoyed by many.

Barbara Kim Erslev
Architect and Landscape Designer
Shelbume Falls, MA

12/1/2004
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From: Bob Fabian [bfabian@solar-works.com]
Sent:  Wednesday, December 01, 2004 12:55 PM
To: Energy, Wind

Subject: comments on Cape Wind project

Hello,

I'm speaking as a concerned citizen living in Boston. The driving force behind this
project is global warming. I will not beat that drum here, suffice it to say that the
National Academy of Sciences reviewed and confirmed the findings from eariier and
on-going studies.

Your studies have allied any environmental affects. I have been to the Cape to
survey Horseshoe Shoals to see how sericus the aesthetic effect would be on the
area. And I find them minimal.

I understand that the coastal land owners on Martha's Vineyard, Nantucket and the
Cape may not agree with my appraisal, but in the larger picture, their concerns are
very petty compared to the benefits of this project.

Thank you,

Bob Fabian

12/1/2004
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From: Steven Croopnick [scroopnick@draper.com]
Sent: Wednesday, December 01, 2004 1:36 PM
To: Energy, Wind

Subject: Cape Wind Project

Attn: Karen Adams, Project Manager, Regulatory Division

Dear Ms. Adams: This is a request to extend the comment period from 60
days to 180 days for the Cape Wind DEIS to allow adequate time to review
the 4,000 page document.

Thank you,
Steven Croopnick

117 Baldpate Hill Rd.
Newton, MA 02459
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From: mary keller [maryharp@cape.com)

Sent: Wednesday, December 01, 2004 1:22 PM
To: Energy, Wind

Subject: Questions about Windfarm on Nantucket

My biggest concerns about the proposed windfarm project in Nantucket Sound have to
do with Possible Failure of the WindFarm. Large numbers of these windmills sitting in
ocean water buffeted by extreme salt and wind conditions are fairly untested. What if
they continually break, causing eventual failure of this project. What then? who will pay
to remove them and put the sound back the way it was? What promises can be made
that total removal would occur? i repeat, these windmills in ocean water seem to be an
experiment, and this is a huge project installed with permanency in mind. This makes
me very uneasy as a Nantucket resident.

Mary Keller
P.O. Box 22

Siasconset, MA 02564

508-228-6002

12/1/2004
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From: Mike Roche [acktax@nantucket.net]
Sent: Wednesday, December 01, 2004 3:38 PM
To: Energy, Wind

Subject: Cape wind farm

Since we will be unable to attend your meeting on Nantucket next week, | want to take this
opportunity to say that we are 100% in favor of the wind farm.

In these times when we are dependent on expensive imported oil and gas, we should take a
lesson from the Europeans who have extensive wind farms, working quite successfully. We
complain about burning fossil fuels and air pollution, and this is an excellent opportunity to show
the country what can be done with non-polluting, renewable, clean wind energy, especially here
in the Northeast.

We think, rather than be harmful to the tourist industry, it will become a curiosity and will attract
tourists.

Welcome to the 21st century, and welcome to the Cape wind farm.
Sincerely

Michael and Jane Roche
6 Keel Lane
Nantucket

12/1/2004
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EC ODESIGN , inc. EAST: Flagship Wharf #4506 Architecture
Charlestown Navy Yard Urban Design
Boston, MA (2129 . .
Ph (617) 241-8006 Environmental Planning
Fx (617) 241-7557 Production Design
Cell (970) 948-8822 Film, Video & lllusiration
r .
sscutler@ECODESIGN. corn Property Develop & Management

November 29, 2004
Governor Mitt Romney, Commonwealth of Massachusetts
Office of the Governor, Room 360 / Fax (617) 727-9725 I
Boston, MA 02133 =
CC: ezp2ry Jﬁ'?Pﬁ: M//uzms

SRAREEF AL ST
Re:

“Comprehensive Coastal Zoning” and “Massachusetts Alternative Energy
Technology and Planning Initiative”. Real Answers on Proposed Power Plant?

Dear Governor Romney,

Thank you for your strong, straightforward and reasoned stand against the proposed Wind
Power Plant placement in Nantucket Sound.

Clearly, any “thinking person” is in favor of Alternative Energy, but...not for a 40 story
high, 24 square mile industrial complex, plunked in the middle of the National Treasure of
Nantucket Sound. Nor are they for the use of already outdated turbines, that are untested in
our maritime conditions, on an un-zoned, unregulated Federal “land-grab” site.

Knee-jerk environmentalism and fears of foreign oil dependency are allowing the developer of
the Nantucket Sound Energy Plant 1 use the generic arguments for Alternative Energy
solutions of all kinds to miss-lead people into believing that his proposal is the only
alternative. Using this combination of the “generic benefits of alternative energy” and “my
project is the only alternative” approach, this developer has been consistently able to dodge
the real questions put forth and to avoid exploration of wable lower impact (but less
profitable) alternatives.

Instead of allowing ourselves to be diverted by his constant repeat of these generic wmd

energy benefits, can we require the developer 10 give serious answers 1o real questions in a
valid Environmental Impact_Statement (EIS)?

People who protest this proposal are for Alternative Energy, but seriously
question:

+ Is this the right Site-—in a National Natural Treasure comparable to our great National
Parks like the Grand Canyon as opposed to an industrial, military or municipal site?
(Secretary Douglas Foy's desired “World Class Park System” in conjunction with
“Comprehensive Coastal Zoning”)

« Is this the right Technology or should this massive (40 story high / multi-galion oil
storage, etc.) equipment be tested on land first and developed for greater efficiency and
safety? Shortly new technologies and computer enhancing will offer capabilities for
higher production in lower wind ranges. (“Alternative Energy Technology and Planning
Initiative”)

 Is this the right Time or should our obsolete northeast electric power distribution grid
be updated first? ( Alternative Energy Technology and Planning Initiative)

» Is this the right Size? An un-tested, “largest ever” off-shore commercial scale project
as opposed to phased or smaller, decentralized local or municipal based installations that



would benefit the Cape and Islands area directly. (Afternative Energy Technology and
Planning Initiative)

» Is it right for Federal land (7) with State jurisdictions in dispute 1o be turned over 10 a
private developer for profit without zoning, regulations and payment policies in place?
(“Comprehensive Coastal Zoning” and standard EIS requirement for confirmed
undisputed site survey.)

« How is the Environmental impact Statement (EIS) process, with Army Corp of Engineers
as the determining agency using the developer's own consultant research materials, a
viable process? Who selects alternative sites to be reviewed and do they include onshore
and de-centralized alternatives? (Need valid Environmental Impact Statement through
“Comprehensive Coastal Zoning” process.)

« How does the visual destruction (turbines appearing as posts in a giant chain link fence
with struts, lights, horns, signs, etc.) of the main attraction of Nantucket Sound really
affect the major industry of the Cape and Islands...i.e.; Tourism? (“Comprehensive
Coastal Zoning”, also the full-scale turbine mock-up was never installed.)

* Navigation and Security will be difficult (both visual and radar) with the pollution of
shapes and the myriad of lights of all colors especially at night and in fog. Navigation
will be impeded by structures, and no doubt eventually be halted by the Coast Guard for
the thousands of small 3-4’ draft boats that pass over this location. Can the developer
guarantee free access and security to our waters? (“Comprehensive Coastal Zoning”)

» Does the risk of the many projected, but unquantifiable impacts, related to navigation,
security, fish, fishing, fowl, tourism, safety, historic resources, variable output, oil
storage spill, etc. cr a “critical " nknown, but irreversible, im that
should require an alternative land based site for testing of this technology?
(“Comprehensive Coastal Zoning” and Alternative Energy Technology and Planning
Initiative)

The selection of “Alternative Sites” reviewed in the EIS is an extremely tricky section for the
developers and the EIS reviewing agencies. If they determine that there are no viable
comparable or acceptable alternative sites onshore as well as off, then they are in effect saying
~ that the proposed technology is not a viable on-going Alternative Energy source in which
invest. Inability to reproduce these power installations would be extremely damaging to all
proponents of Alternative Energy. The first Alternative Energy projects must be successful---
_ and repeatable---if they are to truly reduce foreign-based oil dependency and claim the
benefits of cleaner air.

A determination of the potential success through reproducibility of the proposed energy plant
can only be determined by analysis of the questions above through “Comprehensive Coastal
Zoning” in conjunction with a “Afternative Energy Technology and Planning Initiative”. These
initiatives are also appropriate to the science, technology and planning resources and maritime
heritage of Massachusetts.

Sincerely,

: gerrie g Zutler, A.LA,

ECODESIGN, Inc., President

Environmental Planning and Architecture
sscutler@ecodesign.com

Cell (970) 948-8822 or Ph (617) 241-9006
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ADA M. BRUEGGEMAN

.......................................................................................................................................................

727 Main St. Apt. G2
Osterville, Ma 02655-1936

November 29, 2004

Karen Adams, Project Manager,

Regulatory Division

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

696 Virginia Rd.

Concord, Ma 01742

Dear Karen Adams,

I would like to add my name to those who oppose the Wind Farm in Nantucket Sound.
It’s called Wind Farm, I call it “manufacturing™ the ocean.

I feel the size of the operation would threaten wildlife, airplanes and boating.

Two sides to the discusston;

1) The Wind Farm would provide all of the Cape electricity needs.

2} The Wind Farm would provide less than 2% of the Cape electricity needs.

3) There is a concern about noise. How can there not be with the size of this operation?
The beaches serve a great need for the people. Some come to sit on the beach, look out at

the ocean, have that calm feeling come over them and forget the cares of the day.

Also great for the children to dig in the sand, splash in the water, have fun in the colder months,
and walk the beach.

I'll close with that old saying "Once the camel gets his nose under the Tent”
Will this mean an influx of manufacturing because the electrical source is there?

We need an extension of the comment period from 60 days to 180 days.

Sincerely yours,
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Lesley H. Miller
448 Weir Road
Yarmouth Port, MA 02675-2528

November 28, 2004

U. 8. Army Corps of Engineers
New England District

Cape Wind Energy EIS Project
Attn: Karen Kirk Adams

696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742

Dear Ms. Adams:

Having read the Executive Summary of the DEIS on the Cape Wind project,
and studied the computerized views published in the DEIS, I wish to reiterate
my support for the project.

There seems to be no viable argument against the project other than
relatively minor changes in the view from shore on a clear day or night.

Whether one sees the view as improved or impaired by the project, it is
surely less intrusive than the unending vistas of utility poles wherever one
goes on the Cape and Islands. We have seen the utility poles for so long that
we tend to ignore them and "airbrush” them from our memory of cherished
views. We accept them because we want to be connected to electric supplies
and telephone service.

I believe that in time the wind park will also be "airbrushed” from our
treasured views of the Sound while it reduces air and water pollution and our
dependence on foreign oil and dampens the increase in cost of power.

Thank you for taking this letter into consideration.

Sincerely

Aoy 4] Mill

Lesley H. Miller

lesleymiller@comcast.net



Karen Adams

Project Manager, Regulatory Division
ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
N.E. District

696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742

November 2004

Dear Ms. Adams,

Please immediately extend the public comment period on the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement for the proposed Cape Wind project to 180 days. Any shorter time
period is entirely insufficient to allow the public ample opportunity to provide input on
such a lengthy and important document on a complex and controversial project.

Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter.

Sincerely, ,
-’ //j , /ﬂjuf -.g»(_/):;*f’/ %}‘{C{""/
yMa < ¢ e HQYC{’{%

Roac
e ,&jx,—“d/: Roac =
&0 4 ocxe 35

Cotei Tt iy
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Karen Adams

Project Manager, Regulatory Division
ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
N.E. District

696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742

November 2004

Dear Ms. Adams,

Please immediately extend the public comment period on the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement for the proposed Cape Wind project to 180 days. Any shorter time
period is entirely insufficient to allow the public ample opportunity to provide input on
such a lengthy and important document on a complex and controversial project.

Thank you for prompt atteptiogAo this matter.

Sincerely,

Roben+ 7 Hﬁlycé’fn I
Lo C heoh Road

Co’f’ai"f W?‘f oxE6 35
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Comment Sheet
On Draft Envirenmental Impact Statement (EIS)
For the propesal for an Offshore Wind Project ..
In Nantucket Sound e

Name: -JAMES Weed

Address: 350 Scubben Awve
MO-mM_\s‘ MA-
022G

<

Phone Number (Please include area cede): 508 -T7(— 4974

Email Address:  JimMcREED @ YAHOO .CcomM

 Please state your questions/comments in the space below:

&gsgn\uog, TUWE (DM NLS ARE  INSTALLED
WHAYT BEcomes OF AY SEA BE] ANGE S
THAT MAY Noww BE EFfFectsD BY THE TIDAC
How AROOND THE SUPPoRT STRUCTURES 2

IORAT MAPPEWS IE INCRERSED SHoALING occors Y
W e windDmiLe Fileed ?

LONAT pAppEWS j© A SAND JISLAMD 1S CREATED
TS THEL BECOME  MAss Srats Lano 2
NOT ~ WY NoOT 72

WHAT RULES WAS THE CORP TWsrTUTED Foe THis
RO 2.&7‘? wefw:u('. TR E 1D FARMN 7

VLEASE (CommenT ©p THE Honnos Ikzu Papiser

W Demmae, ®* which necedlly tnduymienr Majon-

damarimeN— ADD  THE iMdact an  SisepiicAl

2 OF gci” 9 DTIORAL. =NV b me T
, |

Please fold this questionnaire in half, affix two stickers or pleces of tape,
and mail it {o the address listed on the other side.
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Comment Sheet
On Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
For the proposal for an Offshore Wind Project
In Nantucket Sound

Name: ’Daui é Nas\q

Address: P.g. Box 325 Y
3y ‘Dteu:c»-. U{Me_t e
&é.l?ar—*ou‘w‘ wA QL5'39'7

Phene Number (Please include area code)s 50§ -627-48¢67

Email Address:

Please state your questions/comments in the space below:

I STWA sd/e’gdr#' ) e’x"‘q;g“m 18 r(tc
aJdh c%mg'{/ fcrr“dcl T2 [ £ dayq als

well af & A3 }amcmg«vf _,_,[7; [ Ae //L«JQ/!'L
Caa‘!‘n? b ol g;,]":"? 4'7:7(6/' ﬂ( Lff{l(t‘{k{v L

L hove peguerfed o ¢ ey o ﬂf D)
mog JelF au :‘Z Uar adl- 4«/—. reees e d _
ﬂj d‘f‘ //T/IZ qfﬁﬂéﬁ‘n me Aér![? Gy 7‘:?«(

Y - all 72. l“_‘*‘l‘tw ﬂc ftr.aad:(“.

4-’ L ﬁ'r\/wcr‘ < aucrmmj &«-J;rw;mhd\;!
resulsts I 'ﬁ‘w tg L ]L Joane ot (i prctien | -[h

LJ@JL sl S‘m e (Im'\*) O, l The Ib‘?u Llve

Please fold i questioanzive i Aalf ACTLE O StICkeRy Or pieces of tapey

and mail it {o the address listed on the other side.





